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legtslatibe Coauncil,
Tuesday, 6th November, 1901.

Adjournment: The No-confidence Debate.

THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYES.

ADJOURN MENT-srHE NO-CONFIDENCE
DEBATE.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
0. Sommers): In view of the motion of
no-confidence in the Government, we
shall, I think, be acting in accordance
with precedent if we adjourn. I there-
fore move that the House at its rising do
adjourn. until Thursday next.

Question put and passed.
The House accordingly adjourned at

4'S5 o'clock, until the next Thursday.

Tuesday, 5eA November, 1901.

Papers presented-Question: G. W. Davies if em-
Vydsince Susensio - Leae of A

6 enee -
Lonio: No Conen ce in the Government; debate

resnned. (second dy, adjoured-Adjournent.

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

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the CoLoNiAL TREASURER: Report

on Lunatic Asylums by Principal Medical
Officer.

By I he PREMIER: Return showing
Goods Indented through Agent General
(to order, 16th October).

QUESTION-G. W. DAVIES, IF EM-
PLOYED SINCE SUSPENSION.

MR. W. J. GEORGE asked the Com-
missioner of Railways: r, Whether

George Williams Davies had been en-

gaged in work for and connected with
the Railway Department since his sus-
pension? z, Whether any remuneration
had been paid to himY If so, what was
the amount of same? 3, If not, why
not ?

THE COMMISSIONER OF RA-IL-
WAYS replied: i, No. 2, No. 3, Mr.
G-. W. Davies only applied on the 4th
inst. for payment, and Cabinet proposed
to pay him his salary from the date of
appointment to the date when his services
were dispensed with.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by MR. McDoNALD,

farther leave of absence for one fortnight
was granted to the member for South
Fremantle (Mr. Diamond), on the ground
of illness.

MOTION-NO CONFIDENCE IN THE
GOVERNMENT.

DEBATE, SECOND DAY.

Resumed from previous Thursday, on
the motion by Ron. F. H. Piesse, " That
the Government does not command the
confidence of this House."

THE PREMIER (Hon. G-. TLeake):
Some little surprise has been expressed
that I thought it necessary to move the
adjournment of the debate on Thursday
last; and I therefore desire to state to
the House my reasons for considering
that course necessary. I might, of course,
have followed the member for the
Williams (Hon. F. H. Piesse), and
repiied at once to his attack on the
Government; but,"a I anticipated before

he cmmenedreference was made at
some length to the suspension of the
General Manager of Railways. The
report of the board of inquiry had been
laid on the table of the House only a few
hours before the attack was made; and
it struck me that, without perusing the
evidence attached to the report, it would
be impossible for hen. members altogether
to appreciate the value of the report
itself. I desired, therefore, that the
report and evidence should be printed
and in the hands of all hon. members
before the debate was proceeded with.
[MR. HOPxiNS : Hear, hear.] I shall
justify this course by referring to one or
two portions of the report and evidence.
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The motion which the Hous is asked to
support is, "1That the Government does
not command the confidence of this
House." Had the member for the
Williams wished to choose language
which would favour his desires, he could
not have done better than make this
selection. However, whilst I am almost
inclined to admit that, judging fromt
surroundings and from recent evidence.
there is not a. high degree of confidence
expressed by this House in the present
Government, yet I venture to think that
whatever the opinion of the House may
be, the present Government still enjoy
the confidence of the country. [Miwis-
TEBIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] My
friend the member for the Williams is to
be congratulated, therefore, on his choice
of language. A great many of my
remarks this afternoon will be addressed
not only to the members of this House,
but to the country as well; and I shall,
perhaps, place more reliance on the
opinion which is expressed outside, than
on that which is expressed inside the
House. [MNnsrnnnI MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.]I I am glad. this motion has at
last been tabled by, the hon. member. I
can assure him that I have dlone my very
best to screw him up to " the sticking-
point," so to speak. Hon. mnembers will
admit that from the very start of this
session I have been as defiant as I could
be. consistently with my position and
yours, Mr. Speaker. I have over and
over again dared the hon. member
to attack me; and though the attack
comes very late in the day, I must of
course meet it. I hope to be able to give
an adequate reply-one which I am cer-
tain willI convince this side of the House
-[MINIrSTRIAL MEMBES: Hear, hear]
-and if I may appeal to the honesty,
the manliness, and the common sense of
hon. members opposite, I amn satisfied
that I shall convince them as well. I
hope to convince hon. members opposite
that the present Government deserve the
support, and not the censure, of the
House. I know there are in this House
hon. members who have all along declared
their willingness to give the present
Government a fair trial, or a fair "1show."
If those members are still imbued with
that spirit of fairness, I appeal to them
to listen to what I have to say, to listen
to my justification, and not to vote on

this motion merely because they think
the present Government have failed to
come up altogether to the standard of
perfection. I must quote a few words
from the speech of the member for the
Williams. Towards the close of his
remarks he declared, "1The Opposition
were in a majority, and desired to carry
on the business of the country, but from
time to time were prevented from doing
so by the Government." (Ministerial
laughter.) I submit to lion. members
that this is a very startling political
proposition.

MRa. HoiPKIs: He did not men it.
Two PREMIER:- But he Said it. lHe

said, " The Opposition were in a majority,
and desired to carry on the business of
the country, but from time to time were
prevented from doing so by the Govern-
men t," Then, I rejoin at once, why did not
the hon. member make his attack earlier F
The hon. member also remarked that he
desired to test the feeling of the House
as to which party should rule. I believe
he was sincere in that expression of
opinion; because it means that the debate
resolves itself into a question of a fight
for office-[MR. DAGLIsH: Hear, hear)-
which, however, I submit is a, bad ground
to go on at the present moment. If hon.
members will weigh the pros and cons
through this debate, and consider the
question purely on its meorits, I have no
fear whatever but that my side will win.
However when the hon. member said
that his desire was to test the feeling of
the House as to which party shall rule, I
am carried. back a few mouths, or
perhaps a few years, to the time when
I used to sit in Opposition, when I used
to fight with all the vigour at mny
command the old Forrest party. Now I
have again to take up the cudgels, and fight
the remnanits of that party. [MIN Is-
TERIAL, MEMBERS:- Hear, hear.] Over
and over again, however, has it been
declared, inside and outside the House,
that certain members would not follow
the lead of that party. I need only
remind hon. members that there is a
pretty broad distinction between the
policy and tactics of the existing Govern-
menit, and the policy and tactics of the
remnant of the old Forrest party, of
which the member for the Williams is
the political and physical embodiment.
[Ministerial laughter.] I congratulate

Debate. BecorJ day.[ASSEMBLY,]



NoCofiene; [5 Novn~vnna, 1901.] Debate, second dlay. 1859

him sincerely on adhering with s0 much
persistency to those old ideas; and on
the same score I congratulate hon. mem-
bers on the front Opposition bench, who
support him and who will no doubt form
members of his Ministry when this side
resigns. I think the House is to be con-
gratulated on the fact that there is a
sharply-drawn line of distinction between
this side of the Rouse and the represen-
tatives of what I term again the old
Forrest party. [MINOsTERIAL Mast.
im.ts: Hear, hear.] When, however, I
look to the Opposition cross-benches, I
can hardly think I shball find there hon.
members who will go back on their bust-
iugs pledges and on their political pledges
generally, by refusing to the present
Government a fair opportunity of show-
ing whether or not we are capable of
administering the affairs of the country.
I do not know, of course, how my re-
marks will be received by those hon.
members; but I do appeal to them in all
fairness and honesty to act up to what
they have said, by giving us a fair trial.
I shall not, probably, be able to speak a
second time on this motion ; unless I may
be able to carry out a certain arrange-
ment with hon. members on the Opposi-
tion cross-benches, to movean amendment.
amd so give me an opportunity of reply-
ing to some of the attacks which I have
no doubt will be made on me by the
other side. The member for the Wil-
liamns remarked that his motion was
purposely introduced before the result of
the John Davies inquiry was made
known. Whether the public will believe
in this expression of high magnanimity, T
am not propared to say. At the first blush
I was not inclined to believe in it; but
on consideration I cannot help thinkIng
there may be something in it, for I am
almost certain that, bad the hon. member
read the report and the evidence, he
never would have thought at the present
juncture of tabling his motion of no-
confidence. rMINISTEUIAL Msin:BE
Hear, hear.] In order that I may assist
the hon. member out of the difficulty
which I am sure he will find himself in,
I shall with great delight quote from the
report certain matters which bear very
materially on the hon. member, and very
materially on his personal administration
of the Railway Department in the past.
That the report reflects to his credit, I do

not for a moment suggest; so do not let
me mislead the House. I assure hon.
members that not only is the management
generally condemned, but the member for
the Williams will find himself hopelesrly
in the mire. It is just as well to remind
hon. members at once that whilst the
report reflects to a, certain extent on the
General Manager of Railways, the mem-
ber for the Williams has told us in his
evidence, which is appended to the
report, that in every particular does he

Iapprove the conduct of the General
Manager. The lion. member, in fact,
indorses and supports everything the
General Manager has done. So that
if we find the General Manager
has made mistakes, grossly improper
mistakes for instance, then of course,
after the assurance of the member for
the Williams, we must ask that hon. mem-
ber to share the blame with the gentleman
in question. The hon. member dealt
amongst other things with the recent
strike. I do not propose to do more than
refer to that matter by reminding the
House that whatever action the present
Government took in regard to the strike
was on an overwhelming division con-
firmed by, hon. members of this Rouse,
and that the member for thbe Williams
himself voted with the Government on
the division in question. I shall not,
therefore, say more than that. Next, we
have about a column and a half, or let us
say a column, of comment delivered by
the bon. member on the appointment of
Mr. G. W. Davies by the Commissioner
of Railways as his secretary. The hon.
member informed the House that this
appointee was a. discredited person who
never ought to have been employed for
one moment. The hon. member said that
the gentleman in question had been dis-
missed from the public service, and had
not asked for an inquiry. Now, there is
no doubt whatever that the gentleman in
question did what the member for the
Williams is altogether in error in saying
he did not do, namely ask for an inquiry.
It will be found on reference to the files
that there is a letter from the gentleman
named, asking that proper inquiry should
be made. Let me, however, remind the
House-and this fact has already been

Ibrought before members-that however
culpable this gentleman, 0. W. Davies,

iwas, and great as may be the discredit
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which the member for the Williams wourld
cast on him, we have only to refer to
documentary evidence in the railway offices
to find that, with the approval of Sir
John Forrest, and with the approval of
the present representative of the old
Forrest party, namely the member for
the Williams, that officer was retired with
three monthsa' lea-ve of absence on full pay,
and that no charge -was laid against him.
Yet the hon. member tells the Rouse,
tells the Commissioner, tells the country,
that G. W. Davies is a discredited public
servant, who outght not for one moment to
he in the public employ. Nevertheless, I
repeat, we find he actually allowed this
man to draw three months' full pay, with-
out any inquiry, and withbout any apparent
dissent. I need go back a few weeks only,
and remind the House, as the Commissioner
of Railways has already explained, that
before he took that man back into the
service he caused inquiry to be made,
searched the files, and could not find any
record by which that man was at all
incriminated. Consequently the man was
taken back. He had not been in the
service m6re than two or three days when
'certain allegations were made; and what
did the present Commissioner of Rail-
ways do? He immediately suspended
him, and allowed charges to be made
against him. He did not dismiss him
and give him three months' leave of
absence on full pay. Nothing of the
kind. That is whbat the member for the
Williams would have done, if not out of
due consideration for the gentleman in
question, perhaps to hide his tracks. But
the Conmmissioner of Railways did not do
that. He courted inquiry, and one was
held; the result of the inquiry being that
something was proved against 0. W.
Davies which was never considered by
the member for the Williams, and which
was never reported to the p resent Com-
missioner of Railways. G. W. Davies
was found to be a person not fit to
remain in the service; and now he has
gone. In his attack, political and
personal, upon the Commissioner of
Railways, the member for the Williams
referred at great length to the personal
relations which he said existed between
the Commissioner of Railways and 0. W.
Davies. The hon. member would have us
infer that the Commissioner made use of
information he gleaned from this gentle-

man;- that whilst Mr. G. W. Davies
was in the service, and whilst he was a
discredited person, the Commissioner
obtained certain information from him.
Well, I do not know there is a great deal
in that; but I wonder whether the mem-
ber fdr the Williams has lately had any
conversations or interviews with any
other civil servant under suspension.
(Laughter.)

Ma. HOPKINS: He will probably not
answer that question.

THE PREMIER: There is no reply.
We shall pass that for a moment. I will
pass lightly over another complaint which
the hon. member levelled against me-on
this matter I do not think he occupied
more than three-quarters of a column-I
refer to the sliding scale. I can pass
away from that at once by again declaring
that it is not the intention of the Govern-
ment to interfere with the sliding scale,
although during the federal campaign I
and my friends with me expressed our
disapproval of that principle. I do not
think the bon. member really meant to
bring that forward as a, serious ground of
attack. He also referred to the war in
which the Railway Association had been
dealt with. But that question has cropped
up in a Bill which is before the House,
and which has passed its second reading
without a murmur in opposition from the
member for the Williams. [MasBRurs:
Hear, hear.] Of course I do niot blame
the hon. member for making what
political capital he can out of any
situation; and I appreciate the fact that
this was a very great bid for the snpport
of the electors in the event of himself and
his five colleagues having to go before the
country when they occupy this (the
Treasury) bench; and no doubt the hon.
member thinks it will be very convenient
for him if, by turning round on his
previously expressed political convictions,
be can sec-are a number of votes which
might otherwise be diverted from him and
from his friends. Reference was made
andl blame attached to us with regard to
the eight hours question also. Now we
have expressed our intention of instituting
that system, whilst the hon. member has
all along been and is still opposed to it.
Well, that will not be a good bait to
dangle before the country with the idea
of catching votes. But the most serious

Icharge against the Government, or the
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one most worthy of notice-I shall not
call it serious, considering the terms in
which it was levelled against us-the
chargeinost worthy of consideration is that
of bad administration and no reorganis-
ation of the civil service. That really
involves the whole scope of the inquiry into
the suspension; and that I believe is really
the gist of the hon. member's complaint
against the Government. He complains
that we have not shown good or useful
administration, and that there has been
no attempt to reorganise. Now I shall
satisfy memibers that we have not only
begun reorganisation, but have begun
with a pretty firm hand; and we have
shown evidence of our intention to pursue
a policy of administration and reorganisa-
tion. I cannot'lhelp thinking that the
hon. member's fear is, not that we shall
not reorganise, but that we shall. If it
were given to the hon. member to take
office again, with the Government service
in that state of disorganisation in which
we found it, it would suit him far better
than to have to follow in our shoes, and
continue in the direction in which we
have started; that is, with the idea of
reorganisation and of establishing good
administration. Of course, the hon.
member does not yet know how far we
have gone; but he will find out if he has
to take our place. He accused us of
being a most apathetic Government, and.
said we had shown a want of knowledge
that was almost deplorable.

THE Coxmxss8LoNEa oF RAILWAYS: A
personal reflection!

THE PREMIER: Well, all I can say
is, we did not grow up with the system.
We have not been in office for ten years,
like the old Forrest party. They were
there for ten years; and during the last
five they had the valued assistance of the
member for the Williams. And yet he
accuses us now of not being capable either
of administering the affairs of the country
or of reorganising the public service.
Does not that condemn the hon. member
out of his own month ? He says : " Why
do you not reorganise this disorganised
service?" Whodisorganisedit? [Mnm-
BEaS: Hear, hear.] The hon. member.
As I say, his party were in office for ten
years; they had his valued assistance for
the last five; and now, positively the hon.
member comes into this House and,
without apology, tells us we are not doing

anything in the way of reorganisation.
Well, I need not remind hon. members
that we have actually begun with the hon.
member's own department; that depart-
ment which the hon. member controlled
for five long years.

MR. Hornwvs: The worst of the
lot!

THE PREMIER: I believe that inter-
jection is perfectly correct, It was
absolutely the worst of the lot. It is at
any rate the worst we have been able to
find of a very bad lot. But we have done
this much; we have begun by endeavour-
ing to teach Ministers their duty. We
have shown to the country, at any rate,
that within this short five months we have
had at our disposal, each Minister b aa
been actuated by an honest intention in
administering his own department. Now
I appeal to hon. members: is it not
inconsistent, is it not unfair, to condemn
us for not completing in five months the
reorganisation of this public service, when
I pointed out that it has taken the lion.
member and his friends ten yewxs to dis-
organise it. And it must be remembered
they grew up with this system; they have
grown up with it from the time it was a
very small matter indeed, when our
revenue was only two or three hundred
thousand pounds; but we come in after
ten years, when the service is an affair of
great magnitude. We come in as untried
men; and we are condemned for not
having effected permanent reforms, and
wiped out a11 the difficulties and mistakes
of the past, in five months. Anad yet that
is what hon. members will call giving the
Government a "show" to see whether
or not they can do good work. Surely
the hon. member will admit that
reorganisation involves a classification
of the civil service; and that, I take
it, is clearly a work to be performed
during recess. It would be impos-
sible for us or.* for any other body of
men to make practical suggestions in the
way of the reorganisation of the service
while we have our duties in Parliament to
attend to; while we have, in our reorganis-
ation scheme, to seek the assistance of the
very men who have themselves to be
reorganised. That is to say, Ministers
are of course dependent for their know-
ledge on what they may gather from the
papers and from the civil servants in their
departments; and is it likely that the ejyil
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servants will be too eagerto be reorganisedP
No. It requires a good deal of thought,
and a good deal of care and inquiry
on the part of the Minister, I may say a
good deal of determination also, to effect
anything like a new departure. We
have started in one direction. Only the
other day we added half an hour to the
day's work of the civil servant. Well, so
far we have succeeded, I dare say, in
making a good many enemies in the civil
service. However, we thought that was
an easy step in the right direction; we
have takeu it; and I have not yet heard
it condemned by any lion, member of
this House. If we take on old offices,
we take on old practices too; and again
I say, we cannot work this scheme of
reorganisation unless we have abundant
time at our disposal. Consider the nium-
ber of the civil servants; consider the
vast sums expended in their salaries;
and is there any lian. member, any corn-
mittee of this House, who could devise a
scheme of classification and reorganis-
ation during the session of Parliament?
And in order to do this, it is well known
that we must have money; and until
we know what means we have at our
disposal, it will he impossible to lay
down a distinct basis for our reorgarns-
ation. Hon. members know we have not
got our Estimates through; we have not
even got our temporary supply -a matter
to which I shall refer in a moment.
Hut we have this, which is a stumbling-
block to any Minister who attempts to

reorganise the civil service: we have
the Public Service Act, an Act which
prevents the Ministry of the dlay from
summarily removing civil servants, who
cannot be removed save by the process of
a board of inquiry. Nobody will deny
that if we are to reorganise and reclassify,
we must get rid of a number of civil
servants from a service which is ad-
mnittedly over-manned. [IWEMBERS9: Hear,
hear.] Now, how are 'we to do that if,
ever y time we seek to remove a civil
servant, he demands a board of inquiry,
and we have to submit not only to
the delay hut to the expense? It is
absolutely impossible; and it is no less
than stupid to declaim against us for
having failed to complete the reorganis-
ation of the service in so short a time.
I am reminded that if a civil servant be
recalcitrant, you can deal with him; but

if you want to retrench, you cannot
charge him with anything.

Ms. Styna: You can abolish the
office.

Tax PREMIER: An excellent idea
of the member for Claremont-abolish
the office and give him a pension! Most
splendid, is it not? I thought the ex-
pense of holding an inquiry was pretty
bad, but when added to that we have the
difficulty and danger of an increased
pension list, I cannot advance that as an
argument for the continuation of the

IPublic Service Act. I have pointed ant
we were bound to take up the staff that
was at our disposal and which was left too
us by the hion. members who preceded us.
I do not desire to say one word against
the loyalty and ability 6f the civil serv-
ants. I have no complaint whatever to
make against them. Since I have been in
office I have found I had that ready as-
sistance which I expected and to which I
am entitled, and I believe that in this I
am speaking the opinion of my colleagues;
but we really have had no time to go
into the departmental system altogether.
I may tell members I went into office
with the avowed intention of effecting
certain reforms in the department under
my control, and the very first difficulty I
am met with is the advice of those who
pught to knowI who say: "It is utterly
Impossible: it cannot be done: the idea
is a good one, but it cannot be done." I
cannot sit down and evolve a scheme
Myself, whilst I have my parliamentary
duties upon me, but I promise members
that, if I aim spared, I shall do my very
best to effect those reforms which we
admit and which they all declare are
necessary. 1s it not a curious circum-
stance that in such an attack as that
which has been levelled at us, we find
the hion. member having no single com-
plaint about the financial proposals of the
GovernmentP He does not attack the
Treasurer, he does not attack the
Government on their finances. He ad-
'nits, like every sensible man, that
the basis of good government is good
finances, and if he has to admit that,
under the circumstances, our finances are
as; good as they can be, there could be no
justification for his attack. Those finances
we got from him and his colleagues. We
were bound under the circumstances,
taking office as we dlid immediately
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before the meeting of Parliament, to take
up his financial proposals where he le
them, or where his colleagues left them,
and there was no time, of course, to
ref ranie and reform the Estimates. Mem-
bers will remember that to-day, owing to
the action of the hon. member and the
gentlemen on the front Opposition
bench who support him, we are without
supplies. Our supplies were exhausted
on the 31st October. I told the House
plainly and straightforwardly the other
day when I brought down the Supply
BiUl, that I required supplies for the
month, that I ought to have them, and
so too should anybody who assumed the
reins of office; and the hon. member
promised that he would not oppose the
Supply Bill. He did not oppose the
second reading, nor did he oppose the
Bill in Committee, but before the third
reading comes on, what does he doe He
tables this no-confidence motion, and until
this motion is disposed of, the Rouse
cannot grant supplies, and, if I am turned
out, he will not have supplies, because thie
House cannot vote supplies. If I resign,
the hon. member cannot take his seat in
Parliament, and consequently the affairs
of this country will have to be worked on
the old principle of illegal expenditure.
Ah! I can quite understand how that
appeals to the political acumen of the hon.
member-" Give me back the old style: let
rue do things illegally: never mind about
giving me money, I will take it." So I
can understand with what delight the
hon. member would assume his old
position on these benches. But we are
looking at this from a constitutional
point? One cannot condemn too strongly
the action and the attitude of the
hon. member who, after his five years'
expei-ience, would have the House believe
that he can carry on the government and
the administration of the affairs of this
country without the vote of Parlia-
ment. Was it not for the overthrow
of that principle that we struggled
and fought upon the hustings ? Is not
that the principle which we still seek to
suppress, as we have done in the past?
We have always declared that we will not
indulge in the pernicious practice of
unauthorised expenditure. The hon.
member justifies himself in tabling this
motion, when he knows that if he suc-
ceeds he cannot carry on for at least a

month. That is the hon. member you are
asked to put in, in place of myself and
my colleagues. Excuse me for drawing
these personal comparisons. I know
they are unpleasant, especially to rme, but
the necessities of the occasion demand
that I should do so. I will come back to-
the question of administration, and make
my counter attack on the member for the
Williams. But I am going to defend
myself first, I am going to defend the
Administration in what they have done,
and I am going to attempt to justify the
suspension of the General Manager; and
when I have done these, it, is going to be
my innings, and I shall attack the hon.
member.

MEMB3ER: We have been waiting for
it.

TEE PREMIER: The hon. member
said he would deal with the suspension of
the General Manager; but although he
spoke at considerable length, I could not
find anything of sufficient importance in
his remarks to take anote of it. I did take
this note, that the 'y were charges with
regard to mistakes that have been made
during the last 10 years. I have already
pointed out who was responsible for the
administration of affairs during the pre-
vious 10 years, particularly during the
last five years. And the bon. member
wanted to know why the General Mana-
ger was suspended. It is true the
General Manager has been in the civil
service for something like 10 years, but
the period over which the complaints
extend did not occupy so much as two
years, because you will find if You read
the report, there is a very great deal said
about the Kurrawang syndicate, and the
Kurrawang syndicate has only been in
existence for less than two 'years. That
was a limited liability company floated
with a capital of 418,000.

MINISTER: Nominal capital.
THE; PREMIER: Nominal capital. I

do not want to give them credit for too
much financial stability. The company
had a nominal capital of £18,000, and it
was through the agency of the member
for the Williams and the General
Manager that the company were enabled
to buy property from the Government in
the course of a few weeks to the extent of
X19,000. That showed a remarkable
degree of activity and enterprise on the
part of somebody, and I am inclined to
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think I could congratulate not only the
syndicate themselves, but also the member
for the Williams and the General Manager
of IRailways. Members will remember
we were told wo bad not done anything in
the way of reorga nisation. The biggest
department in the whole of the service is
the Railway Department, which I say
again was for five years controlled, in a
way, by the member for the Williams.
We started out to reform that depart-
ment, and I say we have done so with a
considerable degree of success. I need
only just for the moment remnind members
how before the elections there was a howl
against the admninistration of the railways.
The whole of the public were out for
somebody's blood connected with that
department. No word of condemnation
was too strong regarding the administra-
tion of railway affairs. I myself at the
election beat the then Commissioner of
Railways. As soon as we took office we
started making inquiries into the Railway
Department, determined, in pursuance of
the pledges we made during the election,
to see that something was done. Before
the election there bad been a. very glaring
scandal perpetrated in the department,
known as the ice frauds. Members will
remember that. For the benefit of the
House I am going to read one or two
extracts from the report of the comnis-
sion that was appointed to make inquiries
into that department; but before I come
to that, I would like to say that previous
to that inquiry we had very serious
condemnation levelled by the Auditor
General against the hon. member's
administration of the railways, including
also the administration of the General
Manager. It is well to remark in
passing, though, that the idea of the
member for the Williams of good adminis-
tration is this, that the Railway Depart-
ment should audit their own accounts.
We have accomplished one reform, at any
rate: we have stopped that. We have
declared that the Railway Department's
books shall be audited by independent men,
and not by men who are under the control
of the Commissioner for the time being,
or the General Manager. A lot of good
it would he to send an auditor in to
examine the accounts when, if the criti-
cism were too adverse, his billet would be
in the keeping of the General Manager
or the Commissioner ! What did the

IAuditor General say of this department,
Iwhich was then the " best equipped and
best managed railwa~y in the world," and
under the management of the member
for the Williams -what did the Auditor
General say ? And the Auditor General
still lives. He said.

That the management bad been guilty of
misappropriating moneys; and that the
management had attempted to hoodwink the
Audit Depsrtment.
We know that; we know of that con-
demnation, and we know it had been
debated in the House. We know, too,
that notwithstanding that severe language,
no word of censure or no effort was made
to deal with the Auditor General by the
hion. member and his then Administra-
lion; and I am afraid to think that con-
demnation did not awaken them to the
establishment of reform. I think that is
about as strong a thing as can be said
by one Administration. of another. And
if when. that has been said, no notice is
taken of it and if it was not correct, we
might have expected that the Auditor-
General would have had to find work
eldsewhere. So disorganised did the Rail-
way Department become that the General
M anager of Railways so far misunderstood
his duties and responsibilities as to criti-
cise in the Press his Minister, the present
Commissioner of Railways, when Mr. G.
W. Davies was appointed. It was an
act of insubordination, that alone was
sufficient to justify the suspension of a
civil servant, or would bring him within
the scope of the Civil Service Act.

Mn. MOORHEAn: Why did you not.
make that one of the charges ?

TanE PREMIER: We did not wish to
"1rub it in,' too much. We did not wish
to run the roller over the late Commis-
sioner of Railways: we wished to run it
over the General. Manager instead. There
was an inclination to thwart the Co nurais-
sioner. Afte-r G. W. Davies had been taken
on as I Pointed out, he was suspended, and
so was the Gene ral.3Managei. It was found
on inquiry that the General Manager had
not been as loyal asi he ought to have
been. Matters which were dealt with by
the board of inquiry which was recently
held were brought under the notice of
the Commissioner of Railways, and it
was decided that the General Mlanager
must be severely dealt with, and that
resulted in his suspension. I would like
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to point this out: it was open to the
Commissioner of Railways, had he thought
fit, to. dismiss the General Manager of
Railways; but he did not do so. The
matter was discussed in Cabinet, and it
was decided that it would be fairer to put
that gentleman on his trial; and to do so
it was thought prudent to suspend him.
With what result? Immediately after
he was suspended a board of inquiry was
held, and the result of that inquiry was
to put, net only the General Manager,
but practically the Government also, on
their trial. We were not afraid of the
inquiry, and I think members must admit
that we faced the question and the
responsibility of our actions with some
degree of manliness. Had we thought fit
to dismiss that gentleman, we could have
left him to his remedy in the law courts;
we could have put him to any amount of
trouble and expense, or we could have
appointed a Royal Commission. to inquire
into the administration of the railways.
But we said, "No. We will act promptly;
we will act so that he and ourselves
practically will be on trial." So far as
the Government are concerned, the
House has to declare that there was
nothing in what took place to justify
the suspension of the General Manager.
I say emphatically that we have abundant
proof of that justification. We must not
forget what was in our minds and in the
minds of the public; what knowledge we
possessed of the maladministration of the
department under the management of
the General Manager and the member
for the Williams. Now, I will refer
very distinctly to the ice frauds. I am
going to read one or two extracts: it
would take too long to read the whole of
the report. That report was made by a
body of gentlemen who had as their
chairman tbe late Mr. Speight, than
whom there was no one in this State who
knew more about the administration of
the aftairs; of a railway department than
that gentleman, whose memory we revere
and we all regret he is not here in his
place in this House. What does Mr.
Speight say in his report? And this
report was also that of the hon. member
for South Fremnantle (Mr. Diamond);
and it was a unanimous report. I will
give one or two extracts:

Owing to the lack of assistance afforded to
u; by employees of the department in the

course of their examination, we found it
necessary to take evidence tendered to us by
certain ex-railway officials.
The department referred to is the Railway
Depaatmenr, of course. The member for
the Williams blames the Commissioner
of Railways for getting information from
an ex-rallway official in the person of
G. W. Davies ; but what does Mr.
Speight tell us-that the lack of assist-
ance from the railway employees was so
great that he had to go outside the
department. Then again he says:

Those witnesses who were practically con-
cerned with the working Of this company's
traffic appear, generally, to have neglected
their duties. We think that this negligence
should not have been possible under careful
supervision.
The supervision was the General Manager,
and the control, I take it, was the member
for the Williams. I will read another
paragraph:-

We feel compelled to say that, in the
majority of instances, these officers, by their
own admissions, did not understand their
duties; and we do not think that the sub-
ordinate officers were properly instructed
therein.

It was the duty of the General Manager
of Railways to instruct the junior officers,
or to see that they were instructed, in
their duties; yet Air. Speight says the
officers did not understand their duties,
nor were they properly instructed ; that
was by the General Manager and the
member for Williams. Then we go on
again: listen to this:

We consider that gross carelessness was
shown by the officials wvho handled this traffic,
from the goods agents and stationmasters
downwards; and that their superior officers
should have exercised a more effectual control,
the system distinctly failing in the matter of
efficient supervision.

" The system," and the system was that
of the General Manager and the bon.
member for the Williams, who was then
the Commissioner of Railways. A gain
the report says:

In our opinion, there must have been collu-
sion, for, according to the rules of railway
management, if neglect were the sole cause of

the irregularitics at one end of the line, they
should have bees discovered at the other end;
and, in the history of railway administration,
we know of no parallel case showing such
results which could be explained by mere
negligence.

That paragraph is so good that I am
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going to read it again. (Extract again
read.) There is an accusation of collu-
sion between the department and the
fraudulent company; and you are asked
to turn me out and put the hon. gentle-
man in. This cannot be explained by
mere negligence. What does it mean?9
It is fraud. Fraud alone can explain it.
The report farther says.-

The general administration should, we think,
lhavs been more complete than was the case;
and the auditors' examination of the station
accounts ought to have revealed the existence
of discrepancies which, by their own adii-
sions, they failed to discover.

That is again a reflection, I think, on the
member for the Williams : --

We regret that, in consequence of the ignor-
ance generally exhibited by the witnesses, we
have been unable to sheet the matter home
more closely to those who were primarily and
personally responsible for the irregularities.
The" unwritten lawr" in favour of the license
accorded to the Ice Company is without pre-
cedent, and, in the absence of a practical
explanation, this casts a reflection upon the
administration.

This casts a reflection on the administra-
tion of the hon. member fur the Williams,
whom you are asked to put in my place.
Will bon. members say we have not a
duty before us ? Had we not something
to think about in reference to this prac-
tically fraudulent company and the Rail-
way Department? Were* we not entitled
to regard with somie degree of suspicion
every act of every man who was, diretly
or indirectly, interested in that matter
which was so severely condemned? I
say no Ministry ever had such a task
before them as we had when we took
office. I do not wonder the member for
Northanm (Hon. G. Throssell) threw up
the sponge imimediately* after the general
election. He was afraid to face the
difficulties. He knew at any rate that
he had not a majority behind him~ in the
House, and he left it to us to face the
difficulties; and we faced them. And we
have been here five months, during which
the hon. member for the Williams has
not plueced. up courage enough to bring
forward a no-confidence motion. I am
Dot trying to justify to the hon. member,
but to other members of the House, and
I am asking that degree of fair-play
which members promised me. It will h~e
found in another portion of that report
that it is stigmatised as a combination of

neglect and collusion. If the words a~re
not in the report, I will use them myself.
That is what we had to face-a combina-
tion of neglect and collusion. And, as I
have said, the General Manager was sus-
pended. Now, it is just as well for us
at once to consider who was it who repre-
sented the Kun-awang syndicate. I only.
wish we knew who was in it. I challenge
the member for the Williams to authorise
me to make inquiries at the National Bank
in Perth, who were the members or who
have been members during the last seven
months.

Ma.- TAYLOR: Rear, hear.
THE PREMIER: I have the authority

of the lion. member for the Williams
himself to say that the two principal
gentlemen connected with the Kurrawang
syndicate mere Mr. Teesdale Smith and
Mr. Timms. And it was in consequence
of the very great trust reposed in those
gentlemen that the company were so
succeistul with their limited capital of
£18,000 in baing able to secure goods on
credit to the extent of £19,000; and on
top of that, not only to get these goods
on credit, not to pay in cash but in water,
and to pay by instalments, the time for
whir~h was not defined, nor were the
quantities. And, moreover, if the water
failed those gentlemen or this company,
then the Government -were not to be paid
at all. I am niot drawing on my imagina-
tion: it is to be found in so many words in
the report which is before hon. members.
We find throughout the whole of these
transactions that there is a degree of
intimacy and friendliness between Messrs.
Smith and Tim ms and the General
Manager of Railways and the then Com-
missioner of Railways, which is difficult
to explain away. But I cannot help
admitting at once th at we had our gravest
suspicions of the bona fides of all these
transactions. There were relations in
business and privately between these
gentlemen which ought not to have
existed, ad which, when found to exist,
must cast and did cast a degree of
suspicion which, to say the least of it,
was unwholesome. I say that in busi-
ness matters, particularly where the
Government is concerned, it is better
that people should be kept at arm's
length as much as possible:- they ought
not to be wrapped up too closely together.
On page 137 of the report we find the
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following in the cross examination of the
General Manager: -

As regards your relations with Messrs.
Smith and Timms, were you conntected with
them, or either of them, in amy way in busi-
ness ?-I do not think that is a question that
I should answer.

Were you connected with them, or either of
them, in private business P-No.

In no way ?-No.
In no joist speculation with them P-No.
Either yourself individually, or jointly

with others P-No.
Did you never purchase any land from Mr.

Teesdale Smith in Kalgoorlie P-No..
Are you quite sure F-I am quite sure.
Are you and the Chief Accountant and the

Chief Traffic Manager jointly interested in
four blocks of land in Forrest Street, Kul-
goorlie P

Then objection is taken by counsel ;
finally we find on page 13$ that
question is put again:

and
the

Are you and the Chief Accountant and Mr.
Short jointly interested in four blocks of land
in Forrest street, Kalgoorlie P

MR. MOORHEAD: Under my advice, Mr.
Davies, you will not answer that question.

MR. DAVIEs: There is no necessity for me
to answer that question.

But he had already said that there was
no joint speculation. Well, I am not
prepared to accept that as an accurate
statement; for I find on reference to the
registry of land tidles the following trans-
actions. I am dealing with only two of
these lots, namely lots 264 and 265. Lot
264 was on the 25th September, 1899,
transferred by one MacPherson to Tees-
dale Smith for £85. Lot 265 was trans-
ferred to Thomas Patterson on the 29th
September, 1899, for £65. Patterson is
Chief Accountant of the Railway Depart-
ment. On the 28th November, 1899,
Patterson transferred to Teesdale Smith
for £66, the same amount that be had
paid the other man,; or I may say the
consideration is the same. That may or
may not have a bearing on the point.
Both lots on the 27th March, 1901, were
transferred by Mr. Teesdale Smith to Mr.
Timms, the consideration being expressed
as £2,000. This was on the 27th March,
1901. 1 may remark here that on this
lot 266 there is erected a public-house
known as the " Torbay Arms." I suppose
Messrs. Smith and Timmns, who are under-
stood at one time to have had business
relations dowu at Torbay, were influenced
by homely considerations in so designating

the public-house. However,as I have said,
on the 27th March, 1901, Mr. Smith
transferred to Mr. Timnms; and on the
13th July, 1901, Mr. Timms transferred,
with other lands, to Davies, Short, and
Patterson both these blocks. I want
hon. members to listen to this, which is
the expressed cousideration: " For the
purpose of vesting the said lands in
the persons named, the same being held
by mue (Timnms) as trustee for the said
parties, and not by way of sale or other-
wise." So we find that in March, 1901,
Mr. Timmns is the trustee for Mr. Davies
and the two other gentlemen in buying
land to the value of £2,000. Of course,
I do not say that these gentlemen are
not at perfect liberty to seek the inter-
vention of a trustee whenever they like.
I do not know the particular reasons for
the choice of trustee; but still it was
made. There is, however, always a
degree of friendliness between trustee
and beneficiary which does not generally
obtain in other relations. I mention
that as another circumstance which may
or may not influence the minds of hion.
members when they come to consider, in
the light of this report, the business
relations which appear to have existed
between Messrs. Smith and Timmsg, and
also Mr. Hedges, who is likewise a.
member of the Kurrawang syndicate,
and the General Manager of Railways. I
shall refer later on to relations-we will
call them relations-between the member
for the Williams and Mr. Timms. I will
not trouble the House with that just at
present. That is the sandalwood

Ibusiness. The circumstances I have
related would not, perhaps, constitute a
matter of such vital importance, were it
not for the extremely emphatic denial

iwhich Mr. Davies gave under cross-
examination before the board of inquiry.
I ask hon. members, in view of what I
have just read from that search paper, to
say that the statement of Mr. Davies is
not entitled to credence; and if he would

Ierr on that important particular, would
he not try to defend himself by similar

Imeans against other charges levelled at
him as to maladministration of the
Railway DepartmeutP Were we not
justified in suspending an offcer who has

prudthese practices, in order to make
thee iquiries? With this introduction
I shall refer somnewhat briefly to the
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charges and the board's findings. It
will be noticed that while there are
particulars of charges on different points,
they are not all substantiated. In only
one instance, however, is there what may
be called a distinct acquittal. In four or
five instances the charges are held to be
proved, whilst in others they are qualified.
The first charge had reference to the
undue preference given by the 0General
Manager to the Kurraw'ang syndicate
through its managing director, Mr. Tees-
dale Smith. The opening remarks of the
board's finding on that charge are as
follow:

We are of opinion that 31r. Davies is not
directly responsible for the transactions men-
tioned in the first five paragraphs, nor for the
sale of the engine and materials referred to in
the seventh paragraph, these transactions hav-
ing been approved of by the hon. the Commis-
sioner; and although the evidence as to whether
(s.) the cost of the engine, and (nx.) the freight
on it and the whole of the materials should be
paid by water, is contradictory, the fact that
the hon. the Commissioner agreed to this
arrangement for the much larger amount
justified the General Manager in assuming
that this freight should be treated i h
ensu way. For a like reason there is ground
for his not demanding cash for the engine sold,
bat permitting payment therefor to be made
by instalments of water.

So we find that the board, in relieving
the General Manager of liability on that
head, shelter him behind the Commis-
sioner of Railways, who at the time was
the member for the Williams ;and clearly,
if they did not condemn the particular
tramsaction, they condemned the system
mn an unqualified way. Fancy any per-
son having control of Government pro-
perty selling goods on any other terms
than for cash! Yet that is what was
done. It is the invariable practice in the
Government service that if things have to
be sold, the terms on which they are sold
are cash. When, however, we find that
the Commissioner of Railways apparently
went out of his way to sell £19,000 worth
of goods on credit without having the
terms of the contract of sale clearly
defined in writing, what is to be said of
his business capacity?9 Is that the gentle-
man whom 'you would putback to manage
the Railway Department? I hope not,
for the good of the State. How does the
finding conclude? The report, as I say,
does not condemn the General Manager
under this head. The concluding portion

of the charge, about four or five lines,
reads as follows:

The price paid for water to the syndicate
was X3 per 1,000 gallons, between the 1st
February and the 20th April, 1900; during the
same period water was purchased from other
persons at 25s. per 1,000 gallons.

The board find, then, as to that:-

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

I submit to the House that, as a matter
of fact, the board altogether misunder-
stood the purport of the charge.

MR. MooaRHEAD: Are you questioning
the finding of the board?9

THE PREMIER: No; I am not ques-
tioning the finding of the board at all;
hut I want to say, so far as the finding of
the board is concerned, that under the
Public Service Act the Government are
assisted by it, but not bound by it.

Mu. MOORHEAD: What we want to
know is: what are you going to do?

Tan PREMIER: It would be too
much like drawing a red-herring across
the trail, if I were to tell hon. members
what I am going to do. I am trying to
tell them what I am going to say.
[Laughter.] Now, this is to be gathered
from the report of the board, that they
do not justify Mr. John Davies at all. I
notice, moreover, that the member for
the Williams in his speech the other day
did not seek to justify the General
Manager in anything he had done. The
effect of the first charge was that the
General Manager sold an engine and
material valved at X19,000 to the
Kurrawang syndicate, not for cash but
for water, and that the water was charged
at excessive prices by the syndicate. That
is the charge. The facts were that the
syndicate was a limited liability company
with a nominal capital of £18,000. To
that company goods to the value of
£19,000 were sold on credit by the Rail-
way Department, the terms being pay' -
ment in water by instalments: if no
water, no pay. The board found tbat
there was a6 sale, and that it was
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approved by the then Commissioner of
Rilways, the member for the Williams;

and they say that under ordinary circum-
stances it would be a " most excep-
tional and unbusinesslike transaction."
I want to point out that the question is
not whether sufficient water could have
been obtained to keep the railways going
at; 25s. per 1,000 gallons, from let Feb-
Tuary to the 20th April, as mentioned in
the latter part of the finding, but whether
two prices were improperly paid at any
time. I want to point out what is in the
mind of myself, and in the mind of the
Commissioner of Railways, and which is
causing some little anxiety and difficulty.
If lion, members will take the report-
and I am now referring more particularly
to page 19-they will find that until
January 24th, 1900, there was no contract
in writing as to water supply. But on
that day, 24th January, Mr. Teesdale
Smith offers water at 60s. per 1,000
gallons, payment to be in rails and
engines; whilst another gentleman, named
Mr. Graham Price, offers water at 25s.
per 1,000 gallons. On the same day,
60s. from one and 25s. from another. I
may remind the House that the Kurra-
wang syndicate got the 60s., and the
next day, 25th January, the General
Manager writes a memorandum of an
agreement to take the water from the
syndicate at Gs. per 100, that is, 60s. per
1,000, after the 1st M0arch. That bon.
members will find on page 19, in small
print. This is the document wbicb was
the result of an interview between Mr.
Teesdale Smith and the General Manager;
and it appears to be in the handwriting
of the General Manager. It reads as
follows;

Water Supply, 1900. - Agreed to by H.
Teesdale Smith, on behalf of the Western
Australian Goldfields Firewood Supply Com-
pany Limited, and the General Manager:-
(z.) The company will supply 3,000,000 gallons
of water from the lst March next, at 6s. per
100 gallons, delivered at the southern aiding,
provided the Government supply engine and
rails, latter to be paid for in instalments.-
Agreed to. (2.) Company prepared to supply
condensed water at Kalgoorlie fromn Monday
next, 29th Jauary, to the extent of 0,000 to
10,000 gallons per day, at 6s. per 100 gallons,
delivered in the water tanks, Kalgoorlie, pro-
dided Clause 1 is agreed to. (3.) Farther
supply to continue at the option of the General
Manager. (4.) Supply of fresh water to he
taken at the option of the General Manager.
-Agreed to.

It will be noticed that there is a contract
for the supply of 8,000,000 gallons after
1st March; thien next, at 6s. ;but then.
four days after, on the 29th January,
there is an agreement to supply up to
10,000 gallons a, day, at 6s. Now at this
time they were getting water from Mr.
Price at 25s. per 1,000 gallons, and I say
that shows there was something wrong
somewhere; and, unfortunately for us,
we are not assisted by the finding of the
board with regard to that discrepancy in
price. There is neither praise nor cen-
sure. I think the report shows the
transaction was sanctioned by the Com-
missioner. Now I do not know it is a
business transaction, if you have two
sources of water supply, one at AS3 per
1,000 and the other at 25s., to prefer
the man who wants £3. It is not my
way of doing business.

MR. MOORHIEAD,: The evidence dis-
closed that Mr. Davies took all he could
get at 25s.

THE PREMIER: I hardly think that.
Even assuming, for the sake of argu-
ment, that was correct, would it not be
reasonable that when the 26s. man
came along and offered water at that
price, the General Manager should say
to the £3 man, " Oh, I am getting it for
25s. from the other man: you must come
down in your price "? There is not a
single word to show that any effort was
made to reduce that price from £3, the
company's price, down to Price's price;
and that will be found throughout the
whole of this water transaction. This is
interesting: "The arrangement of the
25th Januar,," the General Manager
says, " was confirmatory of the arrange-
ment made in December with the
approval of the Minister." That is to
say, so far back as December they agreed
to buy water at £8 per 1,000 gallons, to
be delivered in March. But when I tell
the House that the evidence discloses
the fact that in December Mr. Price
was selling water for 10s. per 1,000
gallons, does it not seem strange that
a contract should be entered into when
water was at 10s., for the purchase
of water at 60s. three months thence?
What excuse can there be? Surely hon.
members will admit that we were justi-
fied in regarding all these transactions
with the gravest suspicionF There is no
doubt, and I shall admit, that there was
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a great shortage of water in the beginning
and in the middle of March. But rain
fell throughout the fields on the 26th
March; and there was plenty of water
all round. However, notwithstanding the
heavy fall of rain in March, and the fact
that the agreement with Mr. Teesdale
Smith and the Kurrawang syndicate was
terminable by 24 hours' notice, the
arrangement to buy water at 60s. was
allowed to continue for some little time,
although the railway officials on the
fields represented that they had plenty of
water, and could store it, Bad also had anx
offer at a reduced figure from Mr. Price.
On the 24th April we find that Mr. Price
quotes water at 10s. per 1,000 gallons
for the then next four months. But at
the same time, the General Manager
agreed with Ifr. Timmsg for a supply at
26s. p)er 1,000 gallons. So you see, it is
not as if there were only one little episode
about the disparity in price. Tt is
happening time after time. Whenever
you find the company on one side and
Price on the other, and the General
Manager and the member for the
Williams in between, you will find it is
.£3 against 25s., and the £23 man always
wins. I say again that from this report
and the evidence, it appears that at no
time was any attempt apparently made
to get water from the company at a
reduced price, not even after the rain.
Then again, we find in Jnly, still later on,
when Mr. Price offered water at 10s., the
General Manager prefers to give the
Syndicate 25s. I am now quoting from
page 32, on which is published an official
return by the General Manager. He
says:

I have not enlarged much on our position
through shortage of water, bat you yourself
willn remember theoccasion, and will be aware
of the enormous expense which such shortages
bring upon the Railway Department. The
following quantities of water have been sup-
plied since January, 1900, and appended is
seen the cost to this department had the Sante
quantity been condensed.

This is the schedule: -Coolgardie

Waterworks Limited [number of gal-
lons net mentioned],.2£13,761 ; Western
Australian Goldfields Supply Company
Limited [number of gallons not men-
tioned], £015,632." In connection with
the total, the gallons are mentioned as
33 millions odd; but you see they are not
separated to show the number of gallons

supplied by each company. The total
cost is X29,393; and then there is a,
footnote:-

At estimated cost of 4s. 6dl. per 100 gallons,
the cost of condensing 33,078,800 gallons of
water would have been X74,425 1s.

You see, it is not what is but what might
have been. That is what I object to.
And then, when the figures are analysed,
it will be found that the greater sum of
money was given to the Rurrawang
Company for a smaller quantity of water,
while for the larger quantity of water
the smaller sum of money was given to
the other company. Mr. Pilkington, in
his observations as given in the report,
says, and it is not contradicted-

I would also point out that the files will
show, that when Mr. Davies -as about to
publish his return to show how cheaply he
obtained the water, ho bas claimed for 24
million gallons of salt water as fresh, and he
conceals the number of gallons which were
supplied by each company. liEt is not willing
to show that he paid £913,000 for 24 million
gallons to the Coolgardie Waterworkrs. and
.£15,000 for nine million gallons to the Kurra-
wang syndicate.
You see, our suspicions do not rest upon
an isolated instance, but upon a chain of
circumstances of whichthereis noadequate
explanation in this report. And I ao not
for a moment blame the board for allowing
that point to escape them. When we
come to think of the enormous amount of
labour involved in the consideration of
this huge matter, we can readily under-
stand how a point of that sort would escape
attention, particularly when the report of
evidence came in about four days after the
proceedings closed, and before there was
any opportunity of having the evidence in
print. Had the members seen the evi-
dence in print, of course they would have
been in a better position. But T am not
blaming the board at all: I am perfectly
sa'tisfied with their finding. I say the
finding of the board justifies in every
respect the action of the Government in
suspending the General Manager.

MINISTEIAL MEMBERS: Hear, bear.
Mn. MOORHEAD: The then Commis-

sioner approved of his action.
TnE PREMIER: I think that is under-

stood. I hope the House understands
that all these little matters to which I
have referred were approved of by the
member for the Williams when he was
Commissioner of Railways. The member
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for the Williams, the then Commissioner,
says that in December he agreed to
supply material, and to take payment in
water. On 24th January Mr. Teesdale
Smith offered to supply water, and to
take payment in rails and engines. But
in December, curiously enough, we find
that some of the rilway material hasbeen delivered; yet the General Manager
demands a cash instalment. Now, how
are these matters to be reconciled? We
find that the Commissioner of Rail-
ways approved of everything that was
done. And I think hon. members will
find Mr. Davies says he cannot give any
farther explanation. I will refresh the
memory of the then Commissioner of
Railways, the member for the Williams;-
because I am Sure the hon. member will
hardly believe that I bave carefully gone
through this report.

MR. HOPKINS: He would like to for-
get it.

THE PREMIER: 'Turn to page 90 of
the report, question 566-

What were the terms to which you agreed.
Was it that the material should be supplied,
and that payment should be taken in water?-
Yes.

You left the details to be arranged by the
General Manager P-Yea.

The General Manager knew that P-Yes.
He knew the arrangement you had come

to P-Yes; he was present at the time.
Was it quite clear to him what the arrange-

ment was ?-I think it was. It should have
been.

Can you then explain why he should write
to these people in December for a cheque in
payment, he knowing that the arrangement
was that payment would be made in waterP
Can you explain this letter P-

With reference to yours, of the 12th. I approve
end will armnugefor tbe issue of the
authority. Cheque for 9245 i* being col-
lected from the company.

-Answer: That is a matter of detail which
would not come under my notice.

Can you explain why he should have thought
that payment was to be made by instalments
of cash ?-I cannot.

You see it was water, just now; yet he has
taken cash.

Can you explain why, on the 24th January.
Mr. Teesdale Smith should have telegraphed
making a proposal to supply water within
about one month at a uniform rate of 6s. per
100, the department to find trucks, and the
Syndicate to take payment in rails and loco-
motives P Can you explain why Mr. Smith
should have sent a telegram of that sort if the
arrangement had already been concluded by
you ?-I cannot.

You admit that it is inconsistent P-I think
that it is a matter of detail. I left it to the
General Manager.

What provision did you take for scuring
payment P-None.

Did you know the capital of the company ?-
No.

For all you knew, it might have been £5?P-
That is so.

And yet yea entered into this arrange-
ment ?-I knew the individuals I was dealing
with.

We know them now. Then the member
for the Williams has this pertinent ques-
tion (593) put to him by Mr. Shaw, a
member of the board:-

Do you think that it was an ordinary busi-
ness transaction to make a deal involving
.£10,000 without putting it on paper ?-I do.

THE ComsssxonniB or RAILWAYS:
Who said that?9

THE PREMiE R: The member for the
Williams, the late Commissioner of Rail-
ways. 'He farther said;

I admit that it is not the customary way of
doing business, but in the circumstances it
had to be fixed up at once. rn addition to

i this, the General Manager left the State early
in January. and the Acting General Manager,
Mr. Short, bad to await his return. That
caused the delay in recording it.

But there was a difficulty in March, and
this was in January. Then Mr-. Pilking-
ton says (596) :

Three months olapsed before this was put
in writing P-No; only about a month, and
we had Mr. Davies absent, and holidays inter-
vening.

Later on (600) he Says
Did you know in December, orshortly after-

wards, that the Railway Department was
1purchuaing water fromt Mr. Graham Price at
ifis, per 1,000 ?-I knew that.

And yet you purch ased at £28 a 1,000?-
iYes; farther ahead.

Did you know of an arrangement made to
purchase from Mr. Graham Price on the 25th
January, or thereabout, at 25s. per 1,000?-
Yes.

And an arrngement at the same time to
purchase from the Kurrawang syndicaite at
X38 a 1,000 ?-I knew of that.

Was that a good arrangement P-It was, in
the circumstances.

Were you aware of it ?-I was.
Hlave you told us the whole of the arrange-

ments between you and Mr. Smith P- Yes.
Will you swear that you have told us the

whole circumstances P-Yes.
Are you satisfied that you have told ue every

detail of that arrangement P-Every detail
that transpired in my office I have given to
the board to-day.
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Have you told us every detail of the arrange-
ments sanctioned by you with the Kurrawang
syndicate ?-T will swear I have detailed every
circumstance.
There you see confirmation all along.
Then Mr. Teesedale Smith was examined
at 2023, page 162:-

The Minister told us that the wader was to
be taken at the option of the department.
Mr. Davies also said so. Is that true P-They
can contend that it is to be taken at their
option, but when they want payment for the
mnaterial they must keep on taking water.
Then question 2026 is:-

That is, you would only pay them in water?
-Yes.
He is farther asked:

Can you explain that telegram ?-I amn not
going to attempt to explain it. I knbw what
was in my mind when I sent my telegram.
That is only one transaction, and we are
asked to believe that this is good admin.-
istration; we are- asked to believe that
this is protecting the public interest, and
members of this House are asked to pnt
into office a gentleman responsible for
this transaction. As long as you do not
ask meto stay in with him, I do not mind.
I will leave that first transaction, only
asking the House once more to remember
what point was before the board, and
how the board answered the point. It is
quite evident that something escaped
attention when that was nder consider-
ation, and I want to emphasise this
emphatically, that, as a business arrange-
ment, we Aind the water was bought at the
same time from two different people,
when 60s. was paid to one and 25s. to
another, ye't we are asked to believe that
we as a Government were not justified
in dealing severely -with the gentleman
who was responsible for that state of
affairs. Surely to goodness we were justi-
fied in making this inquiry, and if there
had not been this suspension then there
would never have been the inquiry. I
am satisfied of this, that now the inquiry
has been held, nobody in that department
would dare to attempt the same tricks
again, and at any rate it will clear the
air, and if I go out for it I shall feel I
have done a public duty. [MINISTERAL
MnunnaRs: Hear, hear.] Then in sub-
section (c.) of paragraph 5 we find
there is a very distinct charge proved
against the General Manager. That was
to the effect that be authorised the sale
and delivery of a certain engine and that

no rent was paid; and afterwards the
engine was returned and. no money was
charged; in fact, that for four months
the General Manager, I presume with the
approval of the member for the Williams,
the then Commissioner, granted the use
of the engie to the company free of
charge.

Mn. HopKiNs: Kurrawang agin.
T-a mPREMIER: Yes; it is all Kurra-

wang. Then we find the charges which
have been referred to in this Rouise as to
the 40-mile shunt. They, are all proved.

A MEMBER: What are they F
THE PREMIER:- What are they ?

That such free use was allowed is undoubted,
as we have evidence to the effect that this
arrangement was approved of by the hon.
the Commissioner, on the recommendation of
the General Manager; but we fail to find any
adequate reason for such an arrangrement.

That is enough to hang any man.
MR. MooliNsAD: He did these things

with authority.
THE PREMIER: I am. glad the hon.

member reminded me of that. I am not
out after the General Manager: I am
more concerned with the member for the
Williams, the late Commissioner of Rail-
ways. I am perfectly willing that the
General Manager should shelter himself
behind the Commissioner, but I am con-
demning the Commissioner and am point-
ing out to this Rouse that this is not the
sort of man to be allowed to administer
the affairs of this country in preference
to myself. I do not say I am perfect: I
am very near it, though. What happened
about this 40-mile shunt P The forma-
tion of the company took place in October,
1899. The new rate-book was issued in
September, 1899, about a, month before
this, and in that new rate-book time
charges were substituted for distance
charges; and when therefore the company
came into existence-wh ether or not they
were aware of the alteration of the rate-
book I leave members to infer-the com-
pany had the ad-vantage of not paying
for the trucks as long as they returned
them within 12 hours. They got them
free for 12 hours, while under the old
rate- book they would have had to pay
som ething like £18 a day for 92 trucks.

Mau. llorrs: And that cost the Gov-
erment over £5,000.

THE PREMIER: Say £25,000. That
was not a bad transaction for the comn-
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pany; perhaps it is only a circumstance
that the rate-book was altered before this
company began to do business.

AIR. MOORHEAD:- It applied to all
timiber companies.

THE PREMIER: Oh, yes! And this
company got the full benefit Of it. In
answer to number 2, as to the writing off
of revenue by special credit notes, I1
would only remark here that whilst the
hoard does not actually condemn the
General Manager, it says:

It is believed that the power thus to allowI
credit to customers is ono usually reposed in a
General Manager of Railways, under stated
restrictions; and in the absence of proof that
any instructions to the contrary were given to
Mr. Davies, who has used this power during
the whole term of his office as General
Manager, we do not think that such "writing
off " has been " without authority and contrary
to his duty."
I only say this, with all due respect: I
do not think it is usual in these cases to
tell an officer what he must not do. We
generally leave a, good deal to his own
common sense and judgment. I must
admit here that it is necessary to allow
officers a certain amount of discretion in
exceptional circumstances; but the evi-
dence disclosed this fact, that there are
numbers and numbers of instances when
this necessary approval was obtained in
respect to small items, but, curiously
enough, when it came to the big items,
hundreds and so forth, then we find the
practice is not followed.

AIR. MooRHEA&D: In every instance
brought up against Mr. Davies it was
found he had followed it.

Tian PREMIER:- Yes; bat it did not
go farther, and say by the approval of
the Executive Council.

Ma. Moof~au&n:- In a. majority of
instances, yes.

Tnn. PREMIER: Sometimes not.
Seeing the General Manager shelters
himself behind the then Commissioner,
the Commissioner can shelter himself
behind the Executive, if he can get there.

MR. MOORHEAD: That is what the
evidence discloses.

THE PREMIER: I ay there is no
condemnation on that point. There is a
pretty strong one referred to in Para-
graph 7, on page 9 ;

Sale to Messrs. Smith and Timnms of 30
hopper wagons, and repurchase of sanme by
Railway Department.

At 6'30, the SnEAKESu left the Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

TnE PREMIER (continuing): -, was
reading Charge 3, which I tell lion.
members appears to be an absolute con-
demnnation. I Will read the finding:

The sale of these hopper wagons for £1,500
was approved of by the hon. the Commissioner,
on the recommendation of Mr, Davies, who
pointed out that it would be better to sell
tracks to these railway contractors than hire
to them at s,. per wagon per day. We are at
a loss to follow the reasons advanced by Mr.
Davies, believing that the proper course
would have been to have rented to the con-
trac~tors the 30 hopper trucks at the rate
mentioned, the departent receiving therefor
£03,756 per annum, instead of selling the stock,
receiving no cash for it, anud agreeing stibse-
quently to repurchase the same stock for
£1,!25. We do not lose sight of the fact that
this repurchase was made on the valuation of
the General Manager's expert officer; but
bearing in mind the reasons which urged the
Manager to recommend the hon. the Commis-
sioner not to lend or hire Government railway
wagons, we cannot but express our surprise at
his subsequent agreement to repurchase, put-
ting the contractors in the position of paying
only £375 for the use of these trucks over a
period of some 17 months. In any case, the
wagons having been sold, payment for them
should have heen insisted upon ; and while
recognising the fact that Mr. Davies was out
of the State from early in Janup.;y, 1898, to
May of the same year. we are of opinion that
this does not justify the long " outstanding ";
and his letter of the 10th Augnst, 1900, in
reply to the hon. the Commissioner, when Mr.
Davies was asked to explain the delay in
collecting, has no bearing on tbe case when
viewed in the light of the subsequent evidence
given by him.
If they had been let on the terms; which
were mentioned before in that finding and
according to Governmient regulations, the
Goveranent would have made over
£5,300:- as it is, they have lost £5,000 by
this transaction. [Mnf. MOORHEAD inter-
jected.] We will allow £1,000 for that.
The sale was for £1,500, but payment
was not insisted on and there was a re-
purchase at £1,125, pr7actically letting
these engines for £375 for 17 months.
If the General Manager with the appro-
val of the Commissioner of Railways is to
PlaY "ducks and drakes " with the Govern-
ment estate in that waiy, I submit that
neither of them is fit for the billet
he once occupied. Then we come to
Chiarge 4. That also is a charge which

1is proved against the General Manager,
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and condensed it amounts to this. There
were two engines which at one time were
worth £1 ,860: they were sold for £377.

MR. TtvtLon: Who bought them?
THE PREMIER: A man named W.

N. Hedges, who is also a member of the
Kurrawang syndicate. These engines it
seems were sold to Mr. Hedges, and the
General Manager wrote on the 10th
December to this effect: "The engines
are ivern and would not be suitable for
our own line work, and their present
value is estimated at about £500 each."
There were two of them. Mr. Hedges
offered £1,100 for the two, which in-
cluded some repairs required to place
them in order for bush work. I draw
members' attention to this tact. The
General Manager reported they were
worth about £500 each; if they were put
in repair they could get £1100 for them,
leaving about £100 for repairs; but
at the time the General Manager wrote
that memorandum he had departmental
reports showing that it would coat £500
to repair these engines, and as a matter
of fact the repairs cost £700, leavin, as
the board finds, a sale equivalent to
about £877. In the same transaction
there was a sale of trucks which had been
purchased some time before by the
Government. Mr. Hedges came along,
and on the 5th December he offered £12
apiece for these trucks. At that tim~e
there was departmental construction work
going on, and on the 28th December, a
little over three months from which time
Mr. Hedges made the offer of £12, Mr.
Thompson, the Government engineer,
wants to know if he ca~n got these trucks,
and the General Manager informs the
construction department that these trucks
are under offer. On the 2nd January
the General Manager said that Mr.
Hedges would give £20 apiece for the
trucks, and on the 2nd January Mr.
Hedges wrote offering £20 apiece for
the trucks. U~p to that time I want to
point out Hedges had only offered £12
apiece, and as soon as Mr. Thompson, the
Government engineer, comes on the
scene and wants the trucks, he is
told by the General Manager that the
trucks are under offer to Mr. Hedges for
£920. He had on1ly offered £12 for
them. There was no completed agree-
ment at the time Mr. Thompson spoke,
and notwithstanding the demands and

the necessities of the construction depart-
ment, these trucks were sold to Mr.
Hedges. But let me tell the House that
those engines and those trucks have since
been rented-.to the Government by the
Kurrawaug syndicate. That charge is
proved; and yet we are told that we
were not justified, aa a Government, in
interfering with such transactions as that
by at subordinate officer. The next charge
is as to an improper and unauthorised
concession to Messrs. W. J. George and
Company. The charge is that certain
stuff wia carried as contractor's plant
when it was not contractor's plant. What
the board says of that charee is :

Mr. Davies was not apparently aware of this
irregular transaction.
Then again there seems to have been a
complaint that a certain amount of old
machinery was cardied as scrap-iron, and
was carried, too, for a rate lower than
the rate-book allowed. That charge is
found to be proved against Mr. Davies,
as General Manager. With regard to
the charge of extravagance in the manage-
ment of the railways, charge No. 6, we
find the board saying that an adequate
inquiry into so serious a charge would
involve an expenditure of time which was
not at their disposal. Therefore, on the
sixth charge we a,*y take it there is
practically a verdict of "not proven."
Having now gone through the report, I
submit to the House with every confidence
that the board, by its findings, has sup-
ported the action of the Government,
or at any rate has justified what we
did in regard to the suspension of the
General Manager of Railways. Some
few months ago there were some terrible
disclosures with regard to ice frauds. I
have read the report which was made on
that subject by our late respected member,
Mr. Speight. The report showed that
there was in the Railway Department
something absolutely rotten; and the
people who controlled the system at that
time were the General Manager of Rail-
ways and the member for the Williams.
It is almost enough to call back Mr.
Richard Robson. who made certain
charges against the late Administration.
I do think that if be had been in a
position when making those charges to
bring forward the evidence which was
subm~itted to these boards, certain
measures would not have been taken by
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the House with regard to that bon.
gentleman. Again, I say we are justified
in what we have done with regard to the
General Manager of Railways; and in
justification we plead the report of that
board. If we, as responsible Ministers,
find that a civil servant is making use of
Government property to the disadvantage
of the State, we have a right-nay, a,
d uty- to step in and prevent acontinusance
of such a practice; and that is what we
have done. We were aware that all
these things were happening, and we
were determined that a stop should be
put to them; and I think a stop has been
put to them most effectually. I have
pointed out before that since the suspen-
sion of the General Manager we have not
that clamour for trucks which obtained
when we first took office. Things seem to
be going on much more smoothly; and it
is a curious circumstance, too, that during
the General Manager's suspension the
railways have been controlled by a gen-
tleman who was responsible for their
management during the General Man-
ager's .absence on leave. -Although I
know I have laboured this question of
the justification of the-suspension of the
General Manager by reference to details
of this report. I feel justified in having
done so; because it was only by reference
to these matters of detail that I could
have justified the position. Therefore,
although it may have been rather tiring
for hon. members to have to listen to me,
I nevertheless feel that I have done only
my duty in referring to all these matters.
I have endeavoured to answer the charges
which the'inember for the Williams has
levelled against the Government, and I
have endeavoured to justify the suspen-
sion of the General Manager of Railways.
I'tni going farther to j ustify my position;
and it is just possible that in doing so I
may have something to say about the
member for the Williams and his admin-
istration. Hie has endeavoured to pick
us to pieces; and it is -my turn now. I
think that, unworthy as ho may consider
mue to fill the position, the House will
condemn him when I have finished with
him; and I am glad to think the hon.
member will have an opportunity of
replying to what I am about to say. No
doubt he will produce certain documents
and will refute, if he can, certain sug-
gestions which r have to make1 and which

bear with somne force on. the relations
w'hich exist between the bon. member
himself and the Kurra~ang syndicate.
I have pointed out how intimately
associated was the General Manager
with Messrs. Smith and Timms, how
this land purchase was arranged through

iMessrs. Smith and Timms, and how a
partner of the firm was a trustee, and so
forth. I again say, it does not neces-
sarily follow that it is a wrong practice
for a man to purchase land through a
trustee; but when we find not only that
relation existing, but also find the one
man preferring the other at every possible
turn, then I say there is somethiing more
than suspicion in the relations. I have
pointed out, too, 'how the General Man-
ager, when questioned before the board,
ref used to answer certain questionsa which
were put to him;- and when be did answer
the questions, he gave an absolute denial
to what was the correct state of facts. If
then, as I say again, there is this denial
on a materialI point such as that, his
statement must be discredited on other
occasions.

MR. MoonnnnD: Why did you not
put that in. your charges?

Twa, PREMIER:. It wag not neces-
sary.

Ma. MloouREAD: Surely he would
have been guilty of fraud, if that were
proved.

MINISTERIAL MEMBER: Probably.
THE PREMIER: The inquiry into

the charges was quite eniough, without
bringing in extraneous matters. I-will now
refer to page 93 of the report. We have
it in the report that the member for the
Williams was a dealer in sandalwood.
The Kurrawang lipe, I would remind the
House, was put down for the purpose of
conveying firewood to the mines. The
concessionaires had no right whatever to
charge freight for goods over that line.
I think I shall show hon. members-at
least I shall make statements which will
lead them to believe-that this practice
has not been strictly observed; and,
moreover, that the Commissioner of Rail-
ways for the time being winked at it. If
hon. members believe that some of the
sandalwood carried over the Xurrawang
line belonged to the then Commissioner
of Raiways, or that he was interested in
it, they will be able to understand why
the wink was given. The member for the

[5 NOVEMBER, 190L]No Confidence:



1876 No Confidence: [SEBY] Dbiscn ly

Williams, who used to get a lot of sandal-
wood from the goldfields, when ques-
tioned on that point before the board
dodged the question as to the carriage of
wood over the Kurrawang line. Finally,
however, we find he admits that a small
portion camne from Kurniwang. I refer
to sandalwood. The member for the
Williams finally admitted that a small
portion of the sandalwood came from
Kurrawang. Support of that statement
will be found in the following questions
and answers.

622. By the Chairman: Would it be a

tough, charge from the start to the finish P'-
Only a small portion came from Kurrawang;
tbe bulk came from other places.
Some of it the then Commissioner of
Railways bought from Mr. Timnms, f rom
Tinmms who was a. member of the Kurra-
wang syndicate. The questions and
answers on the point read

666. Did you not buy it from Timms 7
Some of it.

607, You knew it came from EurrawangF
-1 knew that that was the only way they
could bring it.

668. Did you not know it was going over
the line without the Government being paid
freight ?-I did not know anything about the
arrangements with the sandalwood people.

The railway books show that at that time
there were'considerable consignments of
sandalwood coming down the line. Some
of these consignments were for the then
Commissioner of Railways, and some for
Thilgety and Company, whom I particu-
larly mention because I propose to refer
to another transaction with Dalgety and
Company directly. Just to go hack now
to the evidence, I shall read downward
from the top of page 93, and show hon.
members what the then Commissioner of
Raiways said:-

64.. By 9~r. Pilkiugton: Had you anythinag
to do with the trucks running on the Kurra-
wang line; that is, the charge for these
trucks ?-I know nothing about that.

Did you think they were Charged for?-
They were not charged for under the regule-
tion if they were returned within the time.

'You krnew that no charge was being made
for them P-Not. until afterwards, when the
matter was stirred up.

Ire did not find it out till afterwards!
To proceed with the evidence:

647, Did you know that a charge wa being
made by the contractors for the use of those
trucks ?-No.

You ha sandalwood running on these
lines P-I buy any amount of sandalwood.

Sandalwood was sold to me, and if it was Car.
ried over that line it was by arrangement
with the people who had to deliver it to
me at F'remantle.

There was a quantity of sandal-wood sent to
You between the 5th June, 1900, and the 14th
June, 1900 P-Yes.

Was any payment made for the running of
that sandalwood over the Kurrawang line P-
I know nothing about the Kurrawang line in
that connection. The wood was sold to me
delivered at Fremantle at a price.

between what dates P-From the 5th June
till the 21st August. Not only from Kurra.
wang, but from nine other stations.

Then the Government trucks were being
used on the Karrawang line for sending this
sandalwood without any payment P-I know
nothing about that.

Did these people pay anything for using
these truckrs for the conveyance of sandal.
wood ?-Not to my knowledge.

Then there is an interruption by counsel,
who says--

This is a disgraceful attempt to throw mud
at Mr. Fiesse, in order that it may appear in
the newspapers that the Minister's freight was
carried free.

Mr. Piess (witness) : I have come here to
speak the truth, and have nothing to conceal.
1 can only say that I have undoubted Con-
fidence in the General Manager in regard to
what he has done.

The CwF&nnrxkx I can understand this to
have been a business transaction, as far as Mr.
Piesse was concerned as consignee. He would
rec~eive these goods at Fremantle, and would.
probably not know or inquire how the freight
wa paid. I can also see Mr. Pilkington's
point. He wants to know whether the
arrangement was sanctioned by which Govern-
ment trucks were to run over the line with
freight without any charge.

Mr. Fressa- The freight paid to the Govern-
ment was £22 10,%. per ton. It was the best
rate from the fields for back traffic.

COUNSEL: If these insinuations are made,
there should be proof of them.

Mr. Pxusrmvroa:- I do not think that I can
be accused of immoderation in my remarks.

657. Who paid the freight ?--I bought free
at Fremantle.

Did you pay freight to the K -raang
Company P-I had no reason to.

By the Chairman: Wouald it be a through
charge from the start to the finish P-Only a
small portion came from Kurrawang; the bulk
came from other places.

Now I say the then Commissioner of
RaLilways knew perfectly well that this
line was in existence; he knew it be-
longed to Messrs. Smith and Timms or
the company: anid he admits that some
sandalwood came over it. He will not,
however, admit that freight was charged.
If he knew that sandalwood-not fire-
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wood-was being carried over that line, 1
say it was his duty, or it was the duty of
the General Manager, to make inquiries
and to find out whether freightable stuff
was being carried by the syndicate. If
it were, and the company were charging,
then it was in breach of the conditions
upon which the line was constructed.

Mnt. TA&YLOR: A Kurrawang shunt.
THE PREMIER: 1 say, on those

admissions I am justified in asking the
House to be'lieve that there were such
close business relations existing between
the hon. member who was then Commnis-
sioner of Railways and Messrs. Smith
and Timms, as militated against the
interests of the State. 1 have heard of
gentlemen in Premnantle named Guthrie
and Batem~an, and I have heard of a
transaction for the sale of 1,000 tons of
sandaliwood at t110 a. ton. The market
price at the time was about £6 a ton;
and an agreement was entered into by
those people with two other people who
were interested in sandalwood in the
neighbourhood of the Kurrawang rail-
way; and the agreement was conditional
upon these people-not Guthrie and
Bateman-ceasing to deal in sandalwood
on the fields. Well, when Messrs.
Guthrie and Bateman get rid of the
other gentlemen, they make a contract
with the Kurrawang Company to carry
wood for 10s. per ton over the company's
line in Government trucks. I will ask
the bon. member (Mr. Piesse), when he
replies, to say whether he was in any
way, either directly or indirectly, per-
sonally interested with either of the parties
I have mentioned. I said just now that
large quantities of wood came down that
line consigned to Messrs. Dalgety and
Co., amongst other people. It may seem
strange that I should drag the name
of another limited liability company into
this debate; but when f came to look
through some of the files-pigeon-holes,
some people call them-I found a particu-
larly interesting file dealing with an

exchanige of land between Messrs.
Dalgety and Co. and the Government.

Listen! A piece of land was given the
Government in exchange for land belong-
ing to the Crown; but will hon. members
believe mec when I tell them at once that
this land transaction was carded into
effect without the intervention of the
Lands Department, and that, too, in

defiance of the principles of the Land
Act P We know the Land Act provides
th at Crown land should be sold by auction.
'I here is Section 5 which says that
Crown lands may be given in exchange
for fee simple lands; but Crown lands
are defined to be the waste lands of the
Crown, and are not lands reserved for a
special purpose, or which are within a
city or a town. Now, early in November,
1899, the representative of Messrs.
Dalgety and Co. wrote to the thea
Premier, Sir John Forrest, asking if the
Government would let them have a, piece
of land in Frenant le known as Lot 1. It
was the site of the old Freman tie'police
station, at the back of the Union Bank.
Nothing was decided. Messrs. Dalgety
and Co. wished, in effect, to get th~e
Government to buy another piece of land
whbich the company had had g ranuted them
some years before down by the side of
the old pound in Fremantle. They wanted
.£8,000; hut inthe deal they wanted to
get hold of Lot 1 ; and concerning this
Lot I I will show ben. members a nice
little transaction. Early in November-
I think it was about the 7th-Mr.
Robert Taylor wrote from Perth to the
Lands Department, applying for this
Preniautle Lot I; and 'he received a reply
from the Lands Department that it was
not open for sale. We heard no more of
Robert Taylor. He made his application,
and it was refused. Three months after
that, on the 15th February, 1900, Messrs.
Dalgety and Co. again applied to the
Government for this piece of land, and
offered in exchange certain land at Albany.
I inay say that when th is application came
along to the Premier, it was sent by him
to the then Director of Public Works,
who is now the memiber for the Williams,
who was asked to obtain a valuation.
Valuations were obtained: Albany land,
£R784; Fremantle laud, £1,275. On the
28th March, 1900-that is after the
valuations have come forward-there
is a minute signed byv " F. H. Piesse,
Director of Public Works," who is now
member for the Williams ; and here
is a jacket containing papers from which
my statements can be verified. On the
28th March the Director of Public
Works says:- "The Albany land is of
very little service to the Government"
but he does not object to the valuation.
On the 24th April, the exchange of this
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Fremnantle land for the Albany land and
£500, according to the valuation, was
approved by Cabinet. On the 26th
April, Mr. Jull, who was the Under
Secretary, supported the valuations which
had beeni made by the departmental
officers. Then, however, along come
Dalgety & Co., aud they say, " Oh, £500
is too much for this: we wvill give you
the Albany laud and £250 [not £500]
for the rremantle land." Mr. Jull sup-
ports the valuations; hut without a word
of reason the Director of Public Works
(then Mr. Piesse) approves the ex-
change for £250-you. see, at the reduced
figure, and on the 11th May Cabinet
approves it. Yet that was the land
which the hon. member had said in his
minute of the 28th March was of very
little service to the Government.

MR. TAYLOR: Oh, he altered his mind.
TaB PREMIER: Well, this land, I

may tell hon. members, was occupied by
the harbour master's crew as quarters;
it is fronting High Street, Fremantle.
The papers have never passed through
the Lands Department; and would you
believe it, the poor harbour master
knew nothing at all about it until the
whole thing had been a-pproved -Dot only
the £500 deal, but the reduced deal of
£250 ; and he wrote protesting that he
was using the buildings as quarters for
the crew, and that it was very inconvenient
for him to move. Sir John Forrest, who
was then. Premier, said: "1Oh well, the
crew shall not be interfered with for six
months." And then the harbour master
records the fact, that Sir John Forrest
had assured him the men would not be
disturbed till proper quarters had been
built for them. The Under Secretary
attaches a minute on 30th May, 1900, to
the effect that the Minister tells him he
hadecidred toconclude theexchainge; and
again on the 12th June, he says the
Government have decided to build and
provide on next year's Estimates (that is
for the crew), and "probably anticipate
the Estimates." Well, as a matter of
fact, £1,000 was subsequently spent on
quarters for this crew. That is equivalent
to the value of the Albany land with £250
added. There you see is a. transaction
concluded between the Government and
Dalgety & Co. Of course it is quite
possible that in the course of trade,
Dalgety & Co. and the Director of Public

Works had plenty of business together.
I think I have pointed out that there were
consignments of sandalwood sent over the
line; but that arrangement was concluded,
and the Government gave away a piece of
valuable land in Fremantle-we think the
value is now about £2,500-in exchange
for £250 and a piece of land wh ich the
Director of Public Works had said on the
28th March was of very little service to
Government. The papers then went to
the Crown Law Department to have the
transfer prepared, and so forth; but on
the 21st November, the papers came to
the hands of the Surveyor General, and he
wrote a minute to the Under Secretary for
Lands in which he said: "1In my opinion,
Dalgety and Co. have got a. very valuable
site at anything but a high price; and I
consider it would be better if blocks such
as this were, save in very exceptional cases,
submitted to auction when it is decided
by the Government to dispose of them."
That went on to the Under Secretary for
Lands, and he put this minute on.
Although this is November, 1900, and
thetransaction had been the year previous,
curiously enough these leading officers of
the Lands Department have never yet
had an opportunity of criticising the
transaction. This is what Mr. Clifton
nays, in his minute to the Minister, Hon.
G. Throsel:-

As this matter appears to have been already
settled between the Works Department and
the Premier, I suppose there is nothing to do
but to send forward the formal recommenda-
tion for the approval of the Governor-in-
Council, which r have prepared for your signa-
ture; but it seems strange that the Works
Department should enter into and conclude a
bargain of this kind, dealing with land, with-
out any reference to this department. The
block of land that it is proposed to give
Dalgety & Co. was previously reserved for
police ]punposes, and I am of opinion that land
reserved in this Way, and noit even vested in
any other Minister, should not be dealt with
without reference to) the Minister for Lands.

I say that is a very proper minute, and
expresses a very reasonable opinion. I
ask you, sir, and the members of the
House, to listen to what the then Com-
missioner of Crown hands said, and I am
sorry he cannot hear:

Doubtless you are right in your contention
but this matter was discussed in Cabinet, and
agreed to by Ministers. It is no use splitting
straws; but we are not orthodox in our modes,
at times.
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[Laughter on Government side of the
House.] It even made the poor Minister
for Lands shudder, this giving away of
valuable land at Fremantle for £250;
land which the Minister who negotiated
the deal said was not of much value to the
Government.

Mn. RESIDE: What are the Govern-
meat going to do with the Albany
land?

THiE PREMIER:- I suppose they
have it still. The then member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Solomon) came
upon the sene, and wrote a letter to
the 'Minister for Lands, drawing atten-
tion to the report about this land. He
said, " The Fremantle block is worth
£7,000, while it is said the Albany
block is -not worth as many hundreds."
And he asked for particulars. The Com-
missioner of Crown Lands nrote back to
say the deal had been effected, and he
was informed the land was worth at least
£2,600. To that the hon. member (Mr.
Solomon) again wrote saying he quite
agreed the land was worth the sum men-
tioned, and then in a turn of irony he
said, , Is the block at the opposite corner
for sale, and if so, at what price P I have
some land elsewhere I would be glad
to exchange for it." [MEMBER: Mr.
Solomon.] Here is his letter. In reply
to that, the Commissioner said, " No;
the land is not for sale, and there is no
intention to alienate it." That is some-
thing for the hon. member to answer. If
we are going to have Ministers of the
Crown dealing with the State assets in
that way, there should be someone to
reprimand them;i and if I haqdiouud this
out when I was in Opposition. I should
have made it pretty warm for somebody,
and certainly should have been justified
in p'roposing a miotion of no-confidence
on such a fact as that. When I can
throw back in the hon. member's teeth
such a questionable transaction as that, it
is hardly for him to come forward and
condemn me for maladministration and
lack of organisiug these departments. Is
that the sort of organisation you want
me to go in for? Is that the sort of
administration which justifies a continu-
ance in office ? I do not desire to stop in
on those terms. I say this, that from
the beginning the transaction was a, ques-
tionable one. On the question of policy
I might almost say it was a disgraceful

*one. Z certainly say it was an illegal one,
because they had no power whatever to
effect an exchange of land in that manner.
Perhaps after all, there were some
reasons why, the hon. member should
favour Smith & Timmns, and Dalgety & Co.
However, I am very glad to think he has
an opportunity of replying to what I have
said; and if he can clear himself, and
can erase the minutes which are upon
this file, I have no doubt he will be able
to excuse himself on this land trans-
action of Dalgetv & Co. But unless he
burns this lot, I do not know he will
be able to do any good at all, because
what T have said is an extract from the
written memorandum on that file. That
is the gentleman who aspires to be leader
in this House, and who seeks to oust me
from office for bad administration. And
the same gentleman was told by the
Auditor General that his department
had been guilty of misappropriation of
moneys and of attempting to hoodwink
the Auditor General. I do not wonder
naow that this attack of the hon. member
has been delayed. I say the hon. mem-
ber and those immediately concerned
with him have done nothing but block
the progress of the work during this
session. Take, for instance, their action
on the Loan Bill. We urged the neces-
sity for the immediate raisinig of large
sums of money for public works. What
did they doF They stepped the passing
of the Loan Bill, and prevented us from
getting the market in time to raise the
money to the best possible advantage.
By the loss of a. week or ten days, we
lost our market, and the stupidity of the
effort was shown, because by the time
the Loan Bill was passed they really gave
us more than we originally asked for.
And these are the gentlemen who are to
take our places on the Treasury benches!
If this motion bad been sincere, if the
opposition to this Government had been
genuine, we should have expected to see
an amendment to the Address-in-reply,
or some attack on the Financial State-
mnent, or immediately following the Finan-
cial Statement. But, instead of that,
we find that several items in the Esti-
mates hare been allowed topass through.
We have been allowed to pass the second
reading of our Supply Bill. I have
pointed out that neither myself nor any
other person can canry on this Govern-
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wient without funds, and yet between
the second and third readings we find
there is so little knowledge of Parlia-
mentary practice and constitutional pro-
cedure possessed by the hon. member
and his lieutenants, that they actually
bring down a motion which cripples,
the administration of the State alto-
gether, bucause it deprives us of sup-
plies, and if I to go out to-morrow-
and I do not care whether I do or
not, as far as the Opposition are con-
cerned-the hou. member could not get
his supplies within at least a month,
because he could not sit in this House
with his colleagues until they had been
returned by their constituencies, and I
can promise him a contested election in
every instance, le would not be able to
get back within a mouth.

AIR. TAYLOR:- Never.

Tan PREMIER: So we should find
the affairs of this countryv would have to
be administered by him and his cob-
leagues without any authorised expendi-
ture of funds at all. [Mnmnna: Form
"3J."] Form "3J" again! the old illegal
and improper practice. Now I know
the difficulty-I am not pledged to secrecy
an 'y longer-I think I know why it was
the lion. member brought forward this
motion. There was ab meeting of the
Opposition the other day to change,
lenders. They dlid not change leaders,
but decided to bring in a motion of no
confidence. They thought, " We will do
a very smart trick: we will show toi the
public what honest, fair-minded, magni-
ficent, magnanimous people we are. We
will table the motion in the dark, without
knowing the result of the Davies inquiry
board, and we will fearlessly face any
difficulty which may be therein concealed"
-thinking for the moment that any diffi-
culty which had to be faced would have
to be faced by me, and not by them! I
think the tables have been somewhat
Completely turned upon them in that
regard. Now they say that we have had
no administration, that we have shown no
desire or attempt to reorganise the civil
service. Again I say, it, is impossible for
us or anyone else to completely reorganise
whilst the House is in session. But
I will say, this much, that we know
enough of our constitutional and Minis.
terial dluties not to destroy the records of

the Executive Council; and would you
believe me, sir, I have put a stop to that
practice! (Laughter on Government
side.)

MR. JOHNSON:- Has it been 1)ractised
in the dark P

TMPn PREMIER: One of the fir-st
things I bad to deal with was the ques-
tion of the importation Of a number of
camels from Kurrachi by Faiz Mahomet.
An order of the Executive Council was
made under one of the local statutes, pro-
hibitin~g the importation of these stock
from that part of the world. The Minister
for Lands at that time, when the matter
first came before him, Mr. Moer"n, was
very emphatic about stopping the in-
portation of camels. Later on, however,
he changed his mind. He saw the
difficulty in the way by reason of this
Order in Council. So, what did they do:1
They issued another Order in Cou ncil,
cancelling the prohibition, and thus
enabling this consignment of camels. to
conic in. That order was passed on the
very day, I think, they sent in their
resignation, the 21st May. There was
a pretty kettle of fish for us. We
knew very well that it was against
the policy of this country to encourage
the importation of those camnels and
the Afghans who attended them, and
of course the objectiou was chiefly, so
far as the camels were concerned, that
they came from an infected district.
The Minister for Lands came to me and
said: "1Cannot we stop this importation:
we are in a fix? It is true there is an
Order in Council; and we have to get
behind. it ks see -what there is to prevent
us." I looked closely into the matter,
and it struck me the order was not
altogether in form. I thought, to test
the validity of the order I would turn tip
the records of the Executive Council. I
asked for the Governor's approval of this
Order in Council, and to my astonishment
it was not forthcoming. I was told by
the clerk: "1Oh, it has been destroyed;
the late Premier did not approve, after it
went through the Executive Council,%o
he removed it "-following a practice
which was not uncommon in the depart-
ment. I put this minute on the papers
at once, and I may tell the House that to
destroy a record of a body like the
Executive Council is al~most criminal.
Nothingr could be more serious from an
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administrative point of view, at any rate,
than such a practice as that:-

To the Clerk of the Executive Council.
I want to know where the Governor's

approval of the Order gazetted on the 25th
May is. It is not with Executive file P
I signed that in full. The Clerk to the
Executive Council wrote this:

The recommendation on page 37 hereunder
was approved by the Governor-in-Council on
the 21st May, tint was subsequently withdrawn
and cancelled by direction of the late Premier,
and the form destroyed. The recommendation
therefore was not confirmed when the minutes
were read at the next meeting of the Council.
That rather astonished me, and I put this
minute on: I did not want any of my
colleagues, if I happened to be absent, to
commit such a blunder as that; and I
wanted to let the clerk understand, briefly
and emphatically, that he had not done
his duty in looking after the records:

I must place on record my emphatic opinion
that the withdrawal, cancellation, and destruc-
tion of the recommendation to Executive
Couancil and the Governor's approval washighly improper. No one, whether the
Governor himself or a Minister, has power to
alter the records in any way. The proceedings
in Executive Council must all be filed, and the
clerk, as custodian of the records, is responsible.
Never let such a thing occur again.
That is what I put on, and since then it
has not occurred. I pointed this out a
day or two afterwards to the member for
Northam (Hon. G. Throssell) when he
came into my office, and he seemed to
think it snore or less of a joke; and I
have his assurance that it was not uncom-
mon in the past to do that kind of thing;
that he was only following out the
practice of his predecessors. That is the
sort of administration we succeeded to,
and if we have done nothing, else, we have
done good by preventing the destruction
of Executive Council records. Imagine a
man's life or liberty at stake, and reference
required to the Executive Council records.
Suppose the Minister of the day control-
ling the department said " I disapprove
of that minute in Executive, I will tear
it up," the man's life and liberty might
be at stake. Perhaps it might not be a
matter of imotance that this record was
destroyed, an I will do justice to the
mem ber for Northam in this respect, that
he honestly thought he was doing a good
turn because he did not approve, I know,
of the Gazette Order of the 21st May.
He did it really to hide his tracks; but I

am pointing it out as being wrong in
principle, and illustrative of the inability
and incompetence of members who sit
opposite to properly administer the affairs
of this or any other State. At any rate
I have had great pleasure in giving
them what I think ought to be a
very wholesome lesson, if in the course of
a few years to come they succeed to thesis
benches permanently. Then I say if
we have done nothing else, we have
endeavoured to clean that Augean stable,
the Railway Department, which was con-
trolled by the member opposite (Hon. F.
H. Piesse) for five years.

MR. HioAun: And failed!1
THE: PREMIER: And failed so far,

undoubtedly. It is a herculean task, there
is no doubt about it, and if we had had
the magnificent assistance of the member
for Fremantle (Mr. Higham) we might
hatve done better. We have prevented, as
I have pointed out, the destruction of
records. That is something in the way
of administration. We have prevented
the indiscriminate or illegal grants of
laud to persons who are in favour by
the Administration. We have gone
another step in the direction of land
grants: we have prevented the per-
nicious practice which obtained on the
goldfields of giving grants of land in
practically town lots, in lieui of the sur-
render of leases. We find that practice
obtained to an almost alarming extent
when we came in, and the Minister for
Mines will tell you that he has many
many instances in his department, 0 f a
moat glaring character, which have been
stopped. WVe have stopped as far as
possible misleading estimates for public
buildings and the improper use of Form
J; but with that subject my friend the
Minister for Works will deal when he
speaks. There was the practice which
obtained, we found-and now we speak
with authorityv and are bound to be
believed by the genera] public-that
Estimates were Putt before this House
which were misleading, if not false,
and frained with the idea of inducing
members to pass votes for buildings,
knowing full well that the vote which was
before them would not finish that budld-
ing; deliberately intending during the
recess to resort to Form J in order to
cover up the unauthorised expenditure.
No~t only was that intention apparent, but

No Confidence:.



1882 No Coufidence: [ASSEMBLY.] Debgite, second day.

the practice was actually carried out time
after time. That was one of the reasons
why this House has been troubled with
Excess Bills to the extent of £300,000 or
£400,000. That is what we found when
we came into office; but these are practices
which we have stopped I hope per-
manently. I would also remind members
that when we took office we found an
empty Treasury chest, and we were asked
to carry out reforms without money.
Well, I will admit we have plenty of ability
if you like, but we cannot do much without
money. We have plenty of energy and I
think determination, and as one member
with all humility says, I think we have
plenty of ability too, but we cannot effect
reforms without money. Among the
first difficulties that faced us were two
strikes, which we dealt with successfully.
Then we started out to ref onn the
Railway Department and that after all
is the crucial point for members to
determine this evening. We did it in
our own way; we blundered, if you like,
but we have effected reforms. Make no
mistake about it, what has happened
under the rdgirne of the member for the
Williams will not happen under the
rdgime of the member for East Fremantle.
That is impossible: it is impossible for
this sort of thing to go on again. There
will be no favouring of Smith and Timnms,
of Dalgety, or the sandalwood trans-
actions: all that is altered. You see we
are not dealing in sandalwood. There
was the reform of the Rlailway Depart-
ment, the management of which was
guilty of misappropriation and of hood-
winking the Audit Department. We have

deprive the Railway Department of the
privilege of auditing their own accounts,
and we are going to have an independent
audit, and possibly a, clean and honest
one too. We will try to do oar level
best, at any rate; and the Commissioner
of Railways does not want to audit his
accounts : he wants to effect reforms,
he wants the searching eye of the
auditor on the transactions which have
extended from the dark grey past into
the future. We shall do our best to
check unauthorised expenditure, and
limit to cases only of great urgency
and necessity the use of Form J. It
is not possible to stop it -altogether,
because there are many matters outside
the Estimates that must crop up in the

course of the year for which money must
be found; but members will find, unless
the other side go in, there will be very
little Excess Bill indeed next session.
We have stopped the surrender of leases
for grants of freehold on the goldfields;
we have stopped the granting of land
without consulting Parliament: take, for
instance, the Dalgety transaction and the

City of Perth Comimonage business. We
hav e stopped the destruction of records;
and we find, too, that Ministers are
capable of administering their own
depaxrments. Each one is doing his
best to -administer his own department,
and certainly he has no undue inter-
ference from the Premier of the day.
There is no desire to establish that old
one-man form of Government: we have
had enough of that. We see from the
lpraztice which I have described this
evening how disastrous such a, form of
Government is. I submit to the House
that in face of the difficulties, and in
face of an adverse majority in this
House, we have not only striven but have
done our duty to the State; and I defy
any member in the House to put hisa
finger on any one shady transaction
that has been perpetrated by any one of
the Ministers of the day. We have
introduced certain legislation: the Con-.
ciliation Bill, the Public Works Bill,
the Public Works Committee Bill, the
Land Bill, and several other measures;
and how can it be said that we, as untried,
inexperienced men, have faileain our duty ?
We have endeavoured to do our duty;
and we have done it to our own satisfac-
tion, if not to the satisfaction of the
House. Moreover, we are confident that
we have the approval of the general
public. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] I would have been better pleased
had the member for the Williams thought
fit to frame his motion differently, and
sought to affirm, not that the Govern-
ment do not enjoy the confidence of the
House, but that they do not enjoy the
confidence of the country. In ta, how-
ever, the hon. member knows he must
have Signally failed. We have prepared.
besides the legislation which I have men-
tioned, a Classification of Railway Ser-
vants Bill; and it was our intention to
start as early as possible on the reform
and reorganisation of the civil service. I
have pointed out how utterly impossible
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it is, in big concerns such as the State
departments, to do what we wish by a,
stroke of the pen. We cannot reorga-
nise without displacing some people.
without interfering with vested rights, so
to speak. How can we, in the face of
the Public Service Act, which secures to
every man his billet, go to work and
reform and reorganise at a moment's
notice ? It is almost impassible to do it,
I tell hon. members, with that Act staring
us in the face. But we have made up
our mninds, if left alone, to try- and do it.
I shiall not detain the House at greater
length. I have sought to reply to the
attack of the member for the Williams;
I have sought to justify our action with
regard to the suspension of the General
Manager for Railways ;and, finally, I
have reminded the House of some of the
shortcomings of our predecessors. By
comparison with them, I venture to think
we comne out fairly well. We have not
tried to feather our own nests; we bave,
not tried to destroy the records; we have
not tried to favour ankybody from whom
we might possibly, at different times, have
got some little favours; but we have
endeavoured, fearlessly and honestly, to
do our duty; anld, notwithstanding the
weight of the opposition which is against
us, and in defiance of the member for the
Williams and his lieutenants, we have gone
along. In conclusion, lam glad to think
that the hon. member has risen to the
responsibility of his position, and has
ventured to attack us. Whatever the
result of this debate may be, I do not so
very much care;i but so long as I am here
I am going to defend the position-
[MINSTERIhn MEMBE3Rs: Hear, hear]-
and so will my colleagues with me. If
there should be an election of six
Ministers in the course of a fortnight or
so, I can promise the House there will be
six contested elections- [MINISTERIAL
MEMBs:s Hear, hear]-and I venture
to predict that out of those six contested
elections there will be at least three
victories for mv aide. Farther, I predict
that if I am turned out to-morrow, I shall
be back here in three weeks' time. That
is what I say: such is the confidence I
have in myself and in my Ministry.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERa: And in the
country.

Ths PiRE MIER: And in the country,
too. I ask the House whether the

member for the Williams has in the past
proved himself to be a capable adminis-
trator ? Has he proved himself a, capable
leader of the Opposition ? Has he proved
himself capable of vigorous attack ? I
really almost thought that the hoa.
member, when we met this afternoon,
would have asked leave of the Speaker
to withdraw his motion. [Ministerial
laughter.] However he has not done so:-
he has forced me to get on my legs. and
to speak for this length of time in defence
of myself and in defence of my colleagues.
I hope, however, that in defending myself
and in defending my colleagues I have
shown the Rouse that my colleagues, and
myself are as capable of administering
the affairs of the State with dean hands
and honest intentions as any other
Ministers who have preceded us.
[Applause from Ministerial members.]

Hon. IF. H. PrEssE:- I just desire to
ask the hon, muember whether he will
mind placing on the table the file of
papers from which he has read.

Tss PREMIER: With the greatest
of pleasure. The papers relative to
Dalgety and Cornpany ?

HON. F. H. PLESSFJ: Yes.
THE PREMIER: Here they are.
Mu. C. H. RASON %'Guildford): I

cannot refrain f ro m say ing, at the outset of
my speech - [applause from Opposition
members]-that the methods of the
Premier strike me as being somewhat
peculiar. [MR. JACOBY: Hear, hear.]
In ardor to prove to this House and to
the country that he still retains the
confidence of the House and the country,

'he proceeds to base his argument mainly
on an attack on the member for the
Williams, both in his capacity ais a former
Minister of the Crown and in his private
capacity as a business man. I have no
dou bt that the member for the Williams
will deal fully wi th both these matters in.
his reply; but I cannot refrain from
saying that Ithink everyone who knows
the member for the Williams will do him
the bare justice of feeling perfectly
confident that when he does r'eply he will
be able to prove, so far as the trader at
all events is concerned, that he has been
perfectly honest in all his transactions.
Those are mnatters entirely for the member
for the Williams, and they can be left in
his hands with perfect confidence. In
spite of what the Premier has said, I
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think no one -with any sense of justice
can maintain that the present Govern.
meat have not been shown every
consideration by the Opposition-[Tnt
MINISTER OF WORKS: Oh l]-and have
not had ample opportunity to carry out
at least some of the pledges which the
members of the Ministry -were so lavish
in giving when. on the hustings. For
myself, I said at the very outset-and I
had many other Opposition members
with mne in this-that a very great deal
of the policy outlined by the present
Government I was entirely in accord with,
and that so far as I could I should render
themn every assistance, and that in any
criticisms I might make I would at least
endeavour to be fair. I have endeavoured
to carry out that promise; and although
we are now discussing the motion of
no-confidence, I shall at least try to be
not unfair -to hon. members opposite.
(Several MunB~ns: Hear, hear.] Those
bon. members profess to rejoice at the
tabling of this motion. [MINISTERIAL
MEN nRsa: Hear, hear.] Though I may
not rejoice at it, I am not sorry for it. I
am not at all Sorry that it has been
introduced; for at least, whatever else its
result may be, it will clear the atmosphere.
it should do away with the anomaly
of a party being content to sit in Oppo-
sition though ulanifestly in the majority,
and also with the somewhat humiliating
spectacle of a Government content to
remain in office, although in a, hopeless
minority. Whilst on this point, I may
be permitted to refer to the jeers and
taunts w.%hich members on this (Opposi-
tion) side of the House have had to put up
with from hon. members opposite. Even
the Address-in-reply was not allowed to
pass without a threat from the seconder-
a threat that if same lion. members did
not cross over from this (Opposition)
side to the other, we might expect an
early dissolution. [Several interjections.]
A threat of that sort has been oft
repeated; but the result has been, not
that hon. members have ctrossed from
this (Opposition) side of the House to
that (Government), but that one member
has crossed from that side to this.

Mn. HOPKINs: Ratted!
[Several interjections.]
MR, RASON: I have -aid that the

Government were lavish in their promises.
To use a historical phrase, they were

"full of good intentions " and full of
promises as to what they were going to
do. Now they have been some five
months in office, and -what has been the
result P IDuring the w hole of that period

they seem, to my wind at all events, to
hip's been occupied principally in marking
time; and as is the ease in that very
interesting military manceuvre although
there has been all the sound of an onward
march, of real progress there has been
absolutely none. [OPPOSITION MEMBERS:-
Hear, hear.] The only practical result
has been a Loan Bill,'a, Supply Bill, a
few admirable replies to questions, and
numerous interjections. That is what
has been obtained.

MINISTERIAL MEMB ER: No other Bills?
Mn. RASON: Now, what was pro-

mised ? I intend to deal with the other
Bills later, if L am given time. When cer-
tain hon. members opposite, some who are
now in the Ministry, Sat on this side of the
House in a former Parliament, they pro-
fessed great anxiety for the welfare of the
railway servants. Such was their anxiety,
that one member of the present Ministry
introduced a motion to give the railway
servants an eight-hours day wherever it
was practicable. There was no qualifi-
cation about the motion. There were no
ifs and huts, no reduction of salaries:-
the mnotion was simply to give the rail-
way servants an eight-hours da-y. The
motion was passed. So anxious *was the
hon. member who moved it, that he
allowed very little time to elapse before
he asked the then Government whether
they had any intention of carrying the
motion into effect. A little more time
passed, and there happened a general
election. Then those members to whom
I have referred were just as anxious, or
professed to be just as anxious when on
the hustiugs, to obtain an eight-hours
day for the railway servants. Indeed the
Premier, if I may be allowed to say so,
owes his seat for West Perth mainly to
the fact that he pledged himself to give
the railway men an eight-hours day, his
opponent not being very definite on the
point.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
That is it.

M.R. RASON: I am doing the Pre-
mier no injustice when I say that he
owes his seat for West Perth mainly to
the fact that he promised to endeavour
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to obtain for the railway servants an
eight-hours day, and to give it to them if
he came into power. In spite of the
promise, in spite of the fact that the hon.
gentleman-

THE PREMIER: That promise has
never been withd-rawn.

Ma. EASON: In spite of the fact
that the lion. gentleman had agreed to
a motion to give the railway servants of
this State. an eigbt-hours day, in spite of
the reminder from the member for Subiaco
(Mr. flaglish), the railway servants still
remain without their eight-hours day;
and so far from the Government trying
to give them it, their efforts ever since
they have been in power seem to have
been like those of the Tite Barnacles, of
Dickens, to discover "hbow not to do it."
The Commissioner of Railways says he
is prepared to give the men an eight-
hours day, but that there must be a
corresponding reduction in wages-that
it was never intended to give the
men an eight-hours day at present
rates of wages. The House has not
said anything like that. It is the Com-
missioner and his colleagues who have
said it. They have arrived at that deter-
mination entirely on their own account,
and the determination hardly coincides
or tallies with their own previous expres-
sions of anxiety to give an eight-hours
day to the railway servants.

MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Oh!
MR. GORDON: No interjections, please!

[laughter.]
MR. RASON: Again, so far back as

the 11th July, the member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smith) carried through
this House a motion affirming the desir-
ability of the Government introducing
legislation to give an eight-hours day to
those engaged in the saw-milling in-
dustry.

MINISTERIAL MEMBER: Who is that?
The member for Kurrawang?

MR. RASON: That motion was carried
on thievoices. Here we are in November;
and yet nothing has been done in that
direction. The fact, coupled with the
previous fact that the Government have
done nothing to give the eight-hours
day to the railway servants, shows that
all those professions of anxiety for an
eight-hours day were, at the very least,
notsincere; that Ministers had no intention
of carrying out those pledges they scat-

tered so lavishly on the hustings, inasmuch
as they have had ample opportunity of
giving effect to them Since the commence-
ment of this session.

Hom. W. H. JAMES: What will your
side do?

[Several interjections by Ministerial-
ists.]

MR. EASON: Personally, I have no
objection to these interjections. I do
not consider it at all rude for bon. mem.-
bers to interrupt me; but I do think it
somewhat rude for them to be so incon-
siderate to each other as to endeavour all
to speak at once.

MR. DAOLT5H: You have some very
good points.

MR. 1WASON: Let us consider for a
moment the Conciliation and Arbitration
Bill, as illustrating the attitude of the
Government towards the workers of this
State, and towards the railway servants
in particular. When this Bill was intro-
duced, we were told it followed the lines
of the New Zealand Act; an Act which,
we were told, had stood the test of time
and had worked remarkiably well. Un-
doubtedly, in some respects, the Bill did
follow the lines of the New Zealand Act,
when it dealt with the majority of the
workers; but when we comae to the rail-
way servants, we do not attempt to follow
the lines of the New Zealand Act, which
has stood the test of time and has been
proved to work well. No. The Govern-
ment sought to introduce something
wholly foreign to the New Zealand Act,
and wholly foreign to any similar legisla-
tion ankywhere in the world.

HoN. W. If. JAMES: Was not that
pointed out at the lime?

ME. RASON: ]Undoubtedly. I pointed
it out at the time, and I am pointing it
out now.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: In introducing
the Bill, I pointed that out.

MR. RASON: Undoubtedly the hon.
member pointed out that the Bill differed
from the New Zealand Act-

HON. W. H. JAMIES: On that section.
Mn. RASON: In this respect; and lie

iattempted to justify the difference. Now
I contend there was not the slightest
justification for it. The hon. member
said one of the principles of the Bill-
and undoubtedly he spoke the truth-was
to avoid the multiplication of unions.
[HoN. WV. H. JAMES: Rlear, hear.] But
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when he comes to'deal with the railway
servants, he makes the multiplication of
unions compulsory. IHON. W. H. JAMES:
I do not.] He not only makes it com-
pulsory that unions should be multiplied,
but he aims a blow at trade unionism,
inasmuch as he undoubtedly sougt-it
is useless to deny it, because it is mani-
fest on the face of it-to bunst up the
Government Railway Association of this
State.

HOW. W. H. JAMES: You have not
yet read the Bill.

MR. RASON: The hon. member is
generally one of the most polite of men;
but when he enters this House he seems
altogether to lose that character, and
becomes a very different person. I have
read the Bill sufficiently to know that
in so far as he attempts to deal with the
railway servants of this State, it is a
most unjust Bill; it differs in every
respect from the Act it is supposed to
copy; and I defy the hon. member or
any other member of the Government to
show any cause why the railway servants
of this State should be dealt with in the
arbitrary way in which it is proposed to
deal with them uinder this Bill.

HOW. W. H. JAMES: That ought to
catch them!

MR. RASON: The Government have
no excuse in this respect; for when they
first introduced this Bill, this blot upon
it was pointed out not only by me, but
by several members who directly repre-
sent labour in this State; and the
Government knew full well that the Bill
in its present form would never be
allowed to pass. They withdraw the
first Bill; they bring in another one
containing all these objectionable clauses
regarding the railway servants; and
wherever it is altered in other respects, it
is altered to the detriment of the workers.

Hew. W. H. JAmps: The Government
have the courage of their opinions, any-
how.

MR. RASON: They have expressed
an opinion that they will burst up the
Railway Association; and they have the
courage of that opinion. Then look at
the Workers' Compensation Bill. There
the Government must have recognised
that they were dealing with a sympa-
tbetic House. There was little, if any,
opposition offered to that measure. Had
the Government been in earnest, bad they

desired to press forward that Bill, there
was nothing whatever to prevent their
having so pushed it on that it would now
be in operation as the law of this State,

HoN. W. H. JAMES: What about the
member for the Murray (Mr. George).
The Opposition cut down the Bill.

MR. EASON: But it is significant in
regard to both these measures to which I
have referred that the Premier, speaking
in the House the other night in reference
to a possible date of the prorogation of
this Parliament, gave us only one assur-
ance: that Parliament should not be pro-
rogued until we had the result of the
John Davies inquiry. Not that Parlia-
ment would not be prorogued. until these
two Bills had been passed, or until their
fate was known. No. He thought so
little of them that they were absolutely
altogether foreign to his mind. They
were not in his mind at the time. He did
not make any reference to them; but he
assured this House, not that he would
first deal with those measures, but that
we should have the report of the John
Davies inquiry before any prorogation of
this Parliament took place.

How. W. H. JAMES: You are quite
a thought-reader!

Tnx MINISTER FOR MINES: He did not
fancy he would get so much obstruction
from the Opposition.

MRt. RASON: Now in all these
matters-the eight-hours day for the rail-
way servants, the eight-hours day for
those engaged in the sawmilling industry-
there has been only one policy to my
mind, the policy which has distinguishe~d
the Government ever since it has been in
office: the policy of indifference, the policy
of drift. Look at their action with regard
to the Early Closing Bill. The old Act
expired on the lst November. An
amending Bill wvas passed through this
branch of the Legislature and sent to
another place to receive consideration
there. So little did the Government care
for the business of the country that they
allowed that House to be adjourned
without passing the Amending Bill, so
that to-day there is no Early Closing Act
in force. Then again, take their conduct in
regard to the treatment of the aborigines.
Seeing the very serious charges that
have been made against the settlers of
this State, it seems to my mind that the
credit of Western Australia is in this
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matter at stake, and that it did behove
the Government, as it would behove any
Government, to see that at the very
earliest opportunity a thorough and aI
searching inquiry was wade, so that if
those evils dlid exist the wrongdoers might
be brought to justice. and if they did
not exist, then the character of our
northern settlers might be vindicated.
But what do we fid in this respectP
The same indifference, the same drift.
A motion brought in at a very early
stage of this session, which would have
led to this inquiry had the Government
been in earnest, is allowedl to remain on
the bottom of the Notice Paper day after
day, week after week, month after month;
and absolutely no interest is taken in a
question which affects the honour of
every man in this State. So much for
some of the promises which have been
ma-de by this Government.

for. W. H. JAMES: Which promises?
MR. MASON:- And so much for the

fulfilment we have had up to this stage
of the session.

Ma. J. M. HoPIws:- Your side moved
the adjournment.

Mn. MASON: I was perfectly sure
that before we got very far we should
have some more of the inane interjections
of the member for Boulder (Mir.
Hopkins). I wish to refer to the pro-
mises made to the mining community.
The Government were very wide-seekinag;
they sought to draw all branches of the
community into their embrace., and. they
did not neglect to make numerous pro-
mises to those engaged in mining. There
was to be assistance to the struggling,
honest mining company, and there was,
to be assistance to the long-neglected but
much-deserving prospector. In fulfil-
ment of those promises we bad this Bil-
a Bill that I promised the Minister for
Works I would refer to-

for. W. H. JAMES: Is that the Bill ?
I thought it was one of mine.

MR. MASON: 'It is by courtesy called
a Bill; and it is entitled, "An Act to
subsidise and enable companies or persons
to farther develop gold or other mines,
or to prospect for gold or minerals other
than gold." Well, it is a grandiloquent
titk., It is a title-and that is all. It
contains not a single clause that can be
of any use to the honest mining company,

and not a single clause that can do the
slightest good to the prospector.

THE MINISTER FOP. MINES: YOU
ought to read what the Australian Min-
ing Standard says about it.

Mu. MASON: Had the Government
been really in earnest, and desired to

Iencourage the mining industry, the wa~y
I was clear, the road was plain, and it was

easy for the Government to travel it.
HoN. W. H. JAMES: Why did not you

travel itP
MR. RASON: They had only to come

down to this Boiise and to ask for&
reasonable vote for the development and
encouragement of the mining industry,
and I am sure this House would have
been ready to pass any reasonable
amount. Then they might have allocated
that sum to different districts, and
appointed mining boards to recommend

Ito the Government how the money could
best be expended to the advantage of
the mining industry and with security to
the State; and 1 am perfectly sure some
good would have eventuated. But no
good whatever can possibly accrue under
this Bill. We have this Bill, and the
manifesto that for the future all public
batteries, which we were led to believe
were for the encouragement of the
mining industry, -must be made to pay-
[MINISTERIAL MEMSnns: Hear, heaLr]-
that if they do not crush a certain
amount of gold per month, they must be
shut dlown. It is not a question of the
mining industry showing causo why they
should not be shut down, but an arbitrary
verdict that shut down they must be if a
certain amount of stone per month is not
crushed. Now I leave it to the House
and to the counutry to decide whether th at
is the form of encouragement which the
mining community were led to expect
they would receive at the lhands of the
present Government.

How. W. H. JAMES: All the mining
I members are on this (Government) side.

OPPOSITION MEMBER: No; here is the
member for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans).

Hot; W. H. JAMES: A solitary one.
MR. RASON : I now pass to the

question of administration ; and although
it mayT be necessary for me to criticise
perhaps somewhat severely Some of the
administrators in the present Govern-
ment, I hope they will realise that I am
dealing with political criticism only; and

No Confidence:
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it should not-and I hope it will not-
make any difference to that personal
friendship which I believe exists, and
which I hope may always continue.

GOVERNMENT MEMERS: Hear, hear.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKcS: That is

very nice.
MR. RASON: I ant glad I have the

approval of the Minister for Works. J
propose first of all to deal with the rail-
ways. In regard to the railways, we
were assured that we were to ]iave reform;
and there would be no injustice. Now it
will he necessary for me in dealing with
the railways to try to put before the
House what is to my mind the whole
history of this matter. It seems to me
that the present Commissioner of Rail-
ways (Hon. J. 3. Holmes), when a private
member, conceived the idea that there
were great abuses, that there was great
corruption rampant in the railway service
of this State, and that his mission in
life was to remedy all those abuses. [THE:
COMMISSIONER OF RAILWAYS: Hear,
hear.] It became a species of mania,
with thelhon member. I am glad that
receives the com mendation of the member
for East Perth also.

HON. W. H. JAMES: Root them out!
MR. EASON: I said it became a

species of mania; and I was about to add
that "Whom the gods wish to destroy
they first make mad." I have no wish to
insinuate that the Commissioner of Rail-
ways has reached that stage, but I do
submit that it is evident the gods have
some design--

BIR. TAYLOR: On the Opposition.
MRn. EASON: At all events to ruin

the hon. member's political reputation.
HON. W. H. JAMES : We risk all that.
MR. RASON: I know the member for

East Perth is prepared to run any
risk.

HON. W. H. JAMES: For honest ad-
ministration.

MR EASON: But I am at present
dealing with the Commissioner of Rail-
ways. If the member for East Perth
(Hon. W. H. Yaanes) will contain his soul
in pattience, I will endeavour to give him
a turn, by-and-by. It is impossible for
me to deal with everyone at once. I
have necessarily to take one at a time, and
have no wish to show undue preference.
It has seemed to me that the gods desired
the downfall of the Commissioner, for

undoubtedly they placed temptation in
his way in the person of a discharged

Irailway servant, one G1. W. Davies. I
have no desire to say one word that can
prejudice the career of Mr. G. W. Davies,
but it is impossible to make omelettes
without breaking eggs, and if I have to
say some harsh things about Mr. G. W.
Davies, I cannot help it. Temptation
was placed before the Commissioner in
the person of one G. W. Davies, who the

ICommissioner knew was a discharged
railway servant, and who lie must soon-
have ascertained was prepared to play
the part of a traitor as he had played the
part of a spy. When the Commissioner
condescended to make use of that tool
which was put before him, his downfall
of necessity was not very far- off, because
I have sufficient respect for the bon.
member to know I am safe in asserting
he must to a great extent indeed have
lost his own self-respect when he made
use of that unworthy tool. However,
the Commissioner did make use of that
instrument, and the lion. gentleman and
his accomplice seem to have entered into
an unholy alliance, the result being a
series of wild and unworthy accusations
made in this House by the bon. gentle-
man, the only result of which appears to
have been to create a great amount of
antipathy between the bon. gentleman

Iand some leading officials of the railway
service. So much was this the case with
regard to Mr. John Davies, at all

Ievents, that John Davies said it would
be impossible for him to continue as

IGeneral Manager if the member for
East Fremantle (Hon. J. J. Holmes)
ever became Commissioner of Railways-
That was doubtless a most unfortunate
and a most ill-advised remark, but as
events hav proved, it was perfectly true;
not in the light that John Davies meant
it, no doubt, but none the less true.
However, it happened that the member

ifor East Fremantle did become Commis-
sioner of Railways, and we learn from his
own lips his first action was this. The
hon gentleman said:

When first I assumed office as, Commis-
sioner of Railways, I interviewed the Genera]
Manager, Mr. John Davies, and told him that
ae far a the past was concerned I was pre-
pared to close the book, aund we would com-
mence with a fair understanding, ad that we
would judge each other upon things as they
transpired from day to day.
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The Commissioner was prepared to close
the book. In the vernacular, they were
prepared to wipe the "blooming" elsate
and start afresh, That was a most
honourable understanding arrived at both
on the part of the Comimissio 'ner of Rail-
ways and on the part of John Davies.
But how was it carried into effect ? Did
the book remain dlosed?

MEMBER: Too full.
Mnz. RASON: Things appeared to be

going along swimmingly until there was
an unfortunate public dinner, and at this
public dinner the Commissioner of Rail-
ways was present, and so was John
Davies. John Davies and the Commis-
sioner of Railways seemed to have got
along admirably wvell together up to the
date of this dinner, and at this dinner
they seemed prepared to eulogise one
another. In fact, Mr. John Davies, refer-
ring--perhaps it was impertinence on his
part--to the stature of the Commissioner
of Railways, said that, despite his height,
he was. every inch a white man.

THE COMISSIOiot Or RAILWAYS:. He
was trying to "pull my leg."

Mn. BA SON: The Commissioner of
Railway s thanked Mr. John Davies at the
time for this very pleasant and encourag-
ing reference to him.

THE COMMxISSIONER Or RAILWAYS:
Wrote him a sharp letter.

Mnt. RASON:- Afterwards; but this
unfortunate remark upset the apple-cart
altogether. reople who saw this refer-
ence to Mr. John Davies, and the happy
state of things which existed between him
and the Commissioner, said: " What is
this? This will never do. This is not
what we expected from the Commissioner
of Railways in the person, of Mr. Holmes.
Why, these two men, the Commissioner
and the General Manager, are absolutely
agreed! This will never do." The Com-
missioner of Railways recognised that it
would not do for his political welfare, at
all events, and for his political reputation
he found it absolutely necessary that
there should be some charge brought
against Mr. John Davies, and that the
happy state of things which had existed
up to the date of the unfortunate dinner
should exist no longer. The Commis-
sioner set himself out to find some charge
against Mr. John Davies. He again, to
use his own words, found they knew too
much for him. He said: "They knew

too much for me." So what does the
Commissioner then do? He has recourse
to t he tool wh ich was to h is hands before.
He engages Mr. G. W. Davies as his

Isecretary; and in that engagement alone,
I contend without fear of contradiction,
the Governme nt offered an insult, a direct
insult, to every loyal and honest servant
in the public service of this State.
[OPPOSITION MEM9BERs: Hear, hear.]

Thyifrred, and indeed they Said, there
was no one then in the service of this
State competent to fill the position of
secretary to the Commissioner. They did
more than this, they offered a premium
to this disloyalty, a premium, to the
I pyandinforreer [OPPOSITION MEMBERS:.
tehisar], Then, as a direct result of

thsemployment of Mr. G. W. Davies as
secretary to the Commissioner, we got
some charges against John Davies, and
we gut them from where ? Was it on the
understanding arrived at between the
Commissioner and. the General Manager
that the past shonld be a closed book,
and that they should judge each other
on events as they transpired from day
to day P No. Every one of these charges
against John Davies bad been taken from
the book which the Commissioner assured
him Was for ever closed.

THE COMMISSIONEROF RAILWAYS; That
is not true.

Mn. RASON:- IS that the way to carry
out an honourable agreemenit? I submit
it is not. I submit that although the
matter of the Suspension of Mr. John
Davies may not have been wrong, still
the manner in which it was effected, the
manner in) which Mr. John Davies was
suspended, was distinctly wrong, and it
is not to the cred it of the present Govern -
ment.

TH E PRnsmxxRs: Then, was John Davies
right ?

Ma. itASON: I have not said that
John Davies is either right or wrong,
and whether he is right or wrong is to
my mind immaterial in discussing this
motion of no-confidence in the present
Government.

Mn. DAGLIsH: YOU are sitting on a
rail.

Mn., RASON: The hon. member
(Mr. Daglish) seems to have an intimate
knowledge of sitting on rails. I do not

Ienvy his knowledgje in that respect.
However, Mr. John Davies was suspended,

No coufz4ence.
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and charges were bought against him in
this House before he was tried. Directly
after the suspension, the Commissioner of
Railways cornea down to the House and
makes charges against his suspended
General Manager, charges which had not
been furnished to the man himself, and
charges which were afterwards the subject
of an inquiry. In those charges the
Commissioner brought down certain files
dealing with private firms. It may be
only a coincidence, bat it is a peculiar
coincidence, at all events, that the Com-
missioner should have selected the fles
of firms or of business mnen sitting on one
side of the House only. The Coin-
missioner might have shown a little dis-
crimination in the matter, and have
thought it advisable or preferable-it
would have looked more honest, at all
events-to call for files of business firms
on that (Government) side, and I venture
to say that if you called for the files of
any big firm dealing largely with the rail-
ways of this or any other State,* von
would be able to discover some facts whiich
might be misconstrued into dishonesty
and corruption. I venture to assert, and
it is an assertion only, but I will be bound
by it in spite of that -I venture to assert
that if the files of Holmes Bros. and Co.,
for instance- wily as an instance, I know
nothing-werq called for, then we should
see some facts -which would be equally
capable of being misconstrued into dis-
honesty and corruption as have the files
of other business men.

THEc COMMISSIONER OF RUiLWAYs:
Why do you not call for them?

Mn. RASON: I hope the Commis-
sioner does not misunderstand me: I
quote Holmes Bros. and Co. as an example.
If he is dissatisfied with that, I say call
for the files of any firm dealing as largely
with thie railways of this State as Holmes
Bros. and Co. do, and then you will dis-
cover things that can be misconstrued
into dishonesty and corruptness. There
was a board appointed to deal with Mr.
John Davies, to inquire thoroughly and
impartially into the charges made against
him. I submit with all due respect that
the constitution of the board was somne-
what peculiar. I should like to know for
what reason one Mr. Shaw, doubtless a
very worthy individual, was appointed.
I should like to know who recommended
Mr. Shaw to be appointed to that board.

Mn. GEORGE:- The Colonial Treasurer.
MR. RASON:- And what were the

particular qualifications of Mr. Shaw
above other business people in this State,
that he should have been selected to sit
upon this board, when it is a. notorious
fact that Mr, Shaw had not been very
reserved in expressing opinions which at
all events were very much to the detri-
ment of Mr. John Davies. Mr. Shaw
had openli' and publicly expressed opinions
which went to show that he *as very
much biassed indeed against Mr. John
Davies. Then, why the appointment of
Captain Laurie P

MR. Hnnn:m May I rise in explana-
tion ?

Tnn Spn~xsER: The hon. member must
resume his seat.

Mn. RASON: I was asking why the
appointment of Captain Laurie on the
board, and I was about to say, if the
hon. member for Fremantle had given
me time, that I do not know a more
worthy gentleman than Captain Laurie,
and I am convinced at all events that he
entered the board to honestly do his duty.
But I would like to know what were his
peculiar qualifications?

THE: PREMIER: Honesty, chiefly.
MR, RASON: I unhesitatingly say, as

an honest sailor, he does not know too
much about railway management, and
he is not expected to know too much
about it. I should like very much to
know who recommended the appointment
of Mr. Shaw, and I would like to know
what were his qualifications. Here, again,
I cannot refrain f rom referring to the fact
that throughout this inquiry the Com-
missioner of Railways was present all
day. I have noa wish to insinuate that
the C ommissioner was actuated by im-
proper motives, but I submit that it was
improper, and his presence there was
calculated, when servants- of his; were
going to be called to give evidence, to
have an intimidating effect, and if he had
considered for one moment be would have
realised that it would have been far better
and more becoming if he had not been
present at that inquiry. Then, we are
given to understand that there is some
trouble with the present Acting General
Manager. I feel loth to say anything on
that point, because I am, as it were,
groping in the dark; but I have no
hesitation .in saying that if the Govern-

Debate, second day.[ASSEMBLY.]
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ment have done anything which has lost
to them the services, or is likely to lose
to them the services of Mr. Short, then
they are losing the services of one
of the best railway servants this State
ever had, or is likely to have. That
is tile opinion, not only of members of
the House, but of a. vast majority of the
public, and I venture to say that a vast
majority of the railway servants. I do
not wish to labour the question of
administration; therefore I propose to
pass to the Treasurer, and very briefly refer
to the administration of the Treasury.
First of all I would like to refer to the
Treasurer's proposal to give an increased
.grant to municipalities of l5s. for every
X raised by municipalities, instead of 10s.,
as was given last year. The only object
the Treasurer seems to have had in view
was to save trouble. Anything to save
trouble to the Treasurer: here is a simple
way out of the difficulty! Instead of
inquiring who has the better claim,
between one municipality and another, he
solves the difficulty in one act, by
increasing the subsidy all round, and
there is an end to the business. I submit
it is not a just or a fair way of dealing
with the difficulty, inasmuch as those
municipalities that are most deserving of
help will get least: and those municipali-
ties which can best affoaid to run alone,
whose revenues enable them to stand
alone, wvill get the most. But no doubt
it was a simple way out of the difficulty
for the Treasurer, and he seems, to my
mind, disposed to take an easy course,
and relieve himself of any undue anxiety.
The Premier, in dealing with the Loan
Bill, I submit was distinctly unfair. He
referred to the action of the Opposition
as having blocked the Government from
being able to go to the market at an
opportune time, to float the loan at an
advantage.

TEE PREMiER: Hear, hear.
MR. RASON: The Premier cheers that

statement.
THE PnnanE: I do.
MR. RASON: The Premier hardly

realises the position, or the Treasurer has
not advised him. He went to the market
for a loan of a million and a half, when
he had a loan authorisation all the time
for a million and a half, and could have
gone to the market any time he liked,
without waiting for the authority of this

House. He could have used the loan
authorisation for a million and a half,
which he subsequently went to the market
for. Therefore the statement that the
failure of the loan was, to a certain
extent, due to the tactics of the Opposi-
tion, is both unfair and unjustified by

1fact. As a result of this loan, placed on
the market when the Treasurer thought
fit, we have realised, I am given to under.
stand, something like £89 net for every
.£100 of the loan. It seems to me that
is a most lanmentalble state of affairs, that
we should realise only £289 for every
£4100 of loan in the London market, and
at 3 per cent., when all the time, in the
banks of this very State, there wore three
millions of money lying idle, absolutely
earning no interest at all.

THE CoLONnA TaREASURER: They
would not lend it at less than 5 per
cent.

MR. RASON : It is idle for the Trea-
surer to say that. Money was lying in
the banks of the State, earning no interest
at all, to the extent of three millions;
and it is idle for the Treasurer to say
that a million and a, half could not have
been procured at 3 per cent., on better
terms than £89 for every £100. Why
did not the Treasurer follow the practice
of New Zealand P The Government have
been very fond of following that colony
in other respects ; and why not follow
New Zealand in this regard-why not
introduce a Bill similar to the New
Zealand Consols Act of 1894, whereby
the people of New Zealand can obtain
Government console at almost every
post-offic in that State F If such a Bill
had been introduced here, I venture to
say the Treasurer would have been able

to get a million and a half, and could
have obtained it at par. He could have
got more than a million and a half:
probably he could have got three millions
if he felt so disposed. But no; he seems
to have got into a groove, as I admit
other Treasurers before him had done, by
relying on the London and Westminster
Hank.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: And on
the Agent, General.

Mn. RASON:; The Agent General!
Surely I have given you one hedge to
b ide under; why want anotherir I have

given you the London and Westminster
Bank to hide under, and you want the
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Agent General also!I With regard to the
last loan, the Government have shown
that they have not the brilliant financier,
in the person of the Treasurer, that the
country was led to expect. I want to
refer to the action of the Treasurer in
regard to the Midland Railway. It seems
to me peculiar that aresponsible Minister
of the Crown, touring the districts as a
Minister of the Crown, should take upon
himself to say that a railway for which
the State was negociating the purchase,
a railway which we were anxious to
obtain on the best possible terms, was
worth many hundreds of thousands of
pounds more than he himself knew that
the State was prepared to give. Not
only did the Treasurer state that it was
worth more, but that it was well worth so
much more.

THE COLONIAL TREASURER: I never
said that.

MR. HxonAXz: Yes; you did.
ME. RASON: According to the rules

of the House, I am bound to accept that
statement; but I wish to say, if the
Treasurer did not say so, he was very
grossly misrepresented in the Press of the
State. I do not wish to labour the ques-
tion of administration, or the question of
confidence in the Government, to any
great extent; but I submit I have proved
the Government have not been in earnest
in regard to their pledges which they
made to the Labour party on the hustings:
the pledge of introducing an eight-hours
day for the railway servants, without any
qualification at all; the pledge that the
railway servants should receive honesty
and justice; that the Conciliation and
Arbitration Bill should be pushed for-
ward as rapidly as possible; that the
Workers' Compensation Sill should be
passed with every speed. These pledges
have not been carried out.

MR. TA.YLoR: Who blocked them ?
MR. RASOlq: The hon. member asks

who blocked them: to a very great extent
the hon. member himself. He is quite
as much responsible as anyone else, if
there , was any attempt at blocking; but
as far as I see, the hon. member wished
to assist the passage of the Bill, and
members on this side also wished to
assist, and he well knows it. We were
prepared to make the Bill a great deal
more liberal and democratic than when it
was introduced.

MR. TAYLOR: Hansard does not prove
that.

MR. RAS'ON: Mansard will never
prove anything to some hon. members.
The Government have proved that in
many respects they are not in earnest or
sincere. I shall vote for the motion, in
the hope and belief that on this side of
the House, from amongst members on
this side, there can be found men to
form a Ministry -

THE PREMIER: Including yourself.
MR. RASON: Just as democratic and

progressive as any member opposite, and
who, though they may not be so meteor-
like, though they may not be so brilliant,
at least will be honest and sincere;
and when they bring measures down to
the House, it will be with the full deter-
mination of passing them into law at the
earliest possible moment. In that hope
and belief I shall vote for the motion.
And here T would like to say that we
have been accused of cowardice.

THE PREmiER: Hear, hear.
MR, RASON: We have been accused

of cowardice on this side for not bringing
forward this motion before. The Premier,
in those tragedian tones of which he is
such a master, has said, " Turn us out:
you dare not." I think this motion will
prove at all events that we dare, and,
what is more, that we will.

MR. HASTIE (Kanowna): TLastThurs-
day I was one of those who, in regard
to the interruptions that took place, said
I regretted very much that members
interrupted; but after my experience
to-night I wish to withdraw everything I
said on that occasion, because for the
first two or three hours of tbe debate,
and up to almost the speech which the
last hon. member delivered, the House
did not seem to take any particularly
earnest view in the discussion; and it
would be much hetter if a lot more inter-
jections took place, and more life was
displayed in the proceedings of the
Assembly. The hon. member who has
just spoken (Mr. Rason), and who I
regret to see has gone out of the Chamber,
did not in his speech strictly follow the
rule set by the member for the Williams.
That hon. gentleman, whatever else may
be said of him, was truly in earnest: all
his criticisms were given out with a high
degree of sincerity, so that hon. mem-
bers could understand, for the most part,



No Confidence: [5 NovEmBER, 1901.] Dlebate, second day. 1898

what was the exact point of view from
which he looked at things. The member
for G-uildford, however, began in a very
peculiar manner. He told us that the
Premier in his speech to-night acted veryj
curiously, inasmuch as be did not confine
himself merely to defending his own
actions, hut criticised the actions of the
leader of the Opposition, the gentleman
who, I believe and we all believe, will
lead the new party when it comes into
power. As I understand the matter, the
question before us is not the abstract one
of whether the present Government
command the confidence of the House,
or the. complete confidence of the House.
The question really before us is; have
the present Government the confidence of
the House in a larger measure than any
probable successors? The Premier, I
understand, pointed out that probably the
member for the Williams would be his
successor. The question we have to
decide, therefore is :which of these
gentlemen are we more ready to entrust
with the conduct Qf the affairs of the
country ? The member for G-uildford
went on, rather strangely, to complain
that no business was being done. Most
of us are not exactly pleased with the rate
of progress which has been made; but cer-
tainty for the last six weeks the member
for Guilford and many of the gentlemen
who vote in the manner he and one or
two other members tell them to vote, have
been responsible in a very large measure
for the fact that certain legislation has not
passed through this House. [MINISTERIAL
MrEMBES: Hear, hear.] The member
for Guildford told us very plainly-and
he appeared particularly earnest in telling
us-bow very sorry he was that many
progressive measures had not been passed.
I have noticed particularly in this House
that many gentlemen w;ho sit on the
Opposition side are always ready at first
to pat certain measures on the back: they
will not block them on the Second reading,
they will not vote against most of the
principal clauses, but when it comes to
passing these measures finally, those
gentlemen on the Opposition benches seem
to seize any and every opportunity of
preventing those Bills from becoming
law. The member for Guildford rather
surprised me by the earnestness of his
complaint that the eight-hours system
had not obtained on the railways, and

that the Government had not acceded to
the request of the member for Wellington
(Mr. Teesdale Smith) to introduce the
eight-hours sys vtem into the saw-milling
industry. The position is: are we more
likely to get a legal eight-hours day from
the present Government than from a
Government of which the member for
the Williams will be the head? I ask
the House to consider the question
candidly. Will the members now on the
Treasury bench or the members on the
front Opposition bench be the more likely
to bring about this desirable state of
things? The Conciliation and Arbitration
Bill was mentioned, and it was pointed
out, with* apparently a high degree of
earnestness and sincerity by the member
for Guildford, that although in other parts
of the Bill the New Zealand example
had been followed, yet as regards the
railway emyloyees that example had not
been followed but had been entirely
disregarded. The hon. member, however,
seems altogether to forget that the two
cases are entirely dissimilar. In New
Zealand one association is allowed to
register, and one alone. Moreover, New
Zealand has a Classification Act, by which
the arbitration court is bound, and bound
absolutely. Farther, it is absolutely
unfair to declare that the member for
East Perth (Hon. W. H. James) has
arranged the matter in such a way that
the railway employees must necessarily
be divided into various associations. That
is not the case; there is nothing whatever
in the Conciliation and Arbitration Bill
to prevent railway employees from always
remaining in one association. Although
I admit this, jn common with many others
I do not see the necessity for the clause
in the same way as the member for East
Perth sees it. This, at any rate, is a
matter the Government should not be
blamed for, seeing that it can be regulated
by the House. Then, curiously, that
complaint of the member for Guildford--
who I am very glad to see has returned
to the Chamber-is followed by one made
with all the seriousness the bon. member
could work up, to the effect that the
Government have not kept tbeir word to
the goldields people, or have not kept
their word in the way the goldfieldR people
were led to expect. I am bound lo say I
hatve never yet heard that complaint from
a single goldields member. [MiNis-
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TERIAKt MEMBERS: HeAr, hear.] One
has mostly to go from home to bear
news. I know the hon. member would
like to alter the Mining Development Bill
greatly. He told us on a previous evening,
and he repeated the statement to-night,
that he wishes, to see a system of free and
easy distribution of money by the Govern -
ment for prospecting purposes. He
says inow that if the Minister for Mines
comes to the House with a request for
a great deal of money, the House will
throw it at the Minister just as he wants
it. Possibly the proposed new Govern-
ment will offer such terms to the mining
industry; but I feel certain they will offer
them only once. I feel certain the common
sense of the party with which the member
for Guildford is associated will prevent
him from ruining the industry and
depleting the Treasury in the way he
proposes. The hon. member was, next,
very indignant about the appointment of
Mr. G. W, Davies, a man who is out of
thbe House. The hon. gentleman called
Mr. G. W. Davies "an unworthy tool,"
and spoke very strongly about an unholy
alliance. He told us that the result of
this unholy alliance is that every civil
servant has been insulted. The latter
part of the remtark I perfectly agree with.
Members of this House seem to think
that the present railway disturbance is a.
peculiar thing; but it Is my experience
that practically every Australian State,
including New Zealand, has gone through
the same trouble. Sooner or later in all
these States there comes a, time when a
change. in the railway administration is
necessary : there comes a time when those
who have been in power hitherto musit give
way, and new methods must be tried.
Then, when some Minister has the pluck
to try new methods and in doing so to
make any particular new appointment, in
every case I know of the Opposition have
done their best to criticise the Minister as
severely as possible. Besides, it is Per-
fectly true, as the member for Guild ord
has said, that if one man is promoted
over other men in any branch of the civil
service, nearly every member of that
branch considers himnself insulted; be-
cause, as the member for Guildford went
on to say, the appointment is tanta-
mount to a declaration that no man
in that branch is fitted for the pecu-
liar work to do which another man

!was promoted. But unless we have in
I this country, as well as in other countries,

Ministers who will make a, particular
attempt to reform the civil service, we
must give up all hope of remedying or
improving bad and indifferent methods.
The hon. member went on to comment on
the G. W. Davies affair, as to which I
would like to say a few words. f have
never seen Mr. G. W. Davies, and know
nothing whatever about him; but one
thing strikes me as very peculiar: that
the action of a member of this House in
getting information from a member of
the civil service should be repudiated with
horror by so many members. At the
time this information is supposed to have
been given, the present Commissioner of
Railways was, I believe, a. inember of this
House, and as such was trying to find
out to the best of his ability what news
he could get concerning the working of
the railways. If any member of the
civil service pointed out to me any
particular direction in which things were
going wrong, I would not hesitate to
take advantage of the man's advic~e in
order to try and remedy what was wrong.
[MIISTRIAL MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
I say, farther, that any member of the
civil service seeing things going seriously
wrong and finding himself unable to
remedy them, is higly blameable if be
does not comae forward and state his
opinion. IL was about to say that the
member for Guildford assured us very
strongly that the General Manager was

Ias pure as ice and as white as snow. The
hon. member was terribly earnest in that
also. He pointed out how the Commis-

isioner of Railways -
Miz. EAsozs: Who is this ?
MR. HEASrIE: I refer to the member

for Guildford, who spoke-
Mn. }LASou: I realy must rise to offer

an explanation and a contradiction. I
never said anything of -the sort.

ThuR PRE~MIER: He said he thought
you were goiug to say it.

MR, HA STIE : T do not remember the
exact words which the hon. member used ;
but certainly that was the sense I took
out of themn. He tried to lead the House

*to believe that Mr. John Davies had been
ver " badly treated. I have not read all
this evidence, and I do not know whether
Mr. John Davies has been badly used or
not; but this I will say about him, that I
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do not know of an iil servant in Aus-
tralia. who has beeniso well treated,
comparatively, by very many members of
Parliament as Mr. John, Davies has been.
He has been so well treated that it is
absolutely certain he will be rewarded
probably more than any other man in a
similar position has been. Then, in
regard to the board which inquired into
the charges against Air. John Davies, it
was poiuted oat that one of its members,
Mr. Shaw, had once expressed an opinion
adverse to Mr. John Davies. That I think
an unimportant. circumstance. I feel
quite certain that if a member of the
board had expressed an opinion favour-
able to Mr. John Davies, no objection
would have been taken to that member's
appointment. I desire now to say a few
words on the debate generally. I have
previously observed that the question
before the House really is as to which set
of men ought to be entrusted with the
government of the State. In that aspect
the question is a particularly serious one.
Had it arisen at the beginning of the
session, most of us would have agreed
that it did not matter so very much, pro-
vided other things were equal; but now,
when the session is abiout to close, we
have to ask ourselves which set of gentle-
men we will entrust with the government
of the country practically without criti-
cism for the next six months. Not only
have we to consider that question,
but we have also to think of the posi-
tion in which we are placed. For the
last four or five months here, with the
assistance of the member for Guildford,
to some extent, and with the assistance
of various other members of the House,
we have placed in a forward position
various Bills. Most of us were led to
expect that those Bills and other
measures would in all probability become
law this year. We are face to face now
with the position that in the event of a
change of Government it is absolutely
impossible that any but one of these
Bills will become law during the present
session; which means that nearly all the
legislative labour of this year will go for
nought.

HON. F. H. Pissn: No.
MR. HASTIE: I speak of such Bills

as the Conciliation aid Arbitration Bill,
the Trade Unions Regulation Bill, the
Workers' Compensation Bill, the Crimi-

nal Code Bill, the Fourth Judge Bill, the
Public Works Committee Bill, the Mdines
Development Bill, and the Early Closing
Bill. Those are eight in all. The Trade
Unions Bill and the Early Closing Bill
may become law. But if a change of
.Ministry take place, we must adjourn the
House for at least three weeks; the new
Ministers will require a week or 10 days
to acquaint themselves with their offices;
and it will be after Christmas before we
can get on with the Estimates. If lion.
members realise that, they will sop, the
absolute impossibility of cur continuing
our legislation and passing manny of those
measures into law. Many of us-I
believe most members--came into this
House not only to see that vanious
improvements were made in our laws,
but also to amend the administration;
and I believe everyone of us will grant
that in very many instances those who at
the present moment are administering
the laws of this country have fallen
short of our expectations. In very many
instances, we should have Liked to see
things better done. But my own opini on
is that, upon tie whole, the Government
have done particularly well; and as far
as administration goes, I have seen and
learned nothing to lead tue to expect that
those who follow them will very mutch
improve on their methods. A. particular
point mentioned here by the Premier and
other speakers is that one of the main
endeavours of the Government in taking
office was to reconstruct the public
departments. In only one department
has the reforming hand been very appar-
ent. I am not quite sure if the best
methods have always been adopted;
but it seems to be so very important
that every possible department should
be reformed at an early date, that
I am willing heartily to applaud the
Commissioner of Railways, and! only
regret that one or two other members
of the Cabinet do not try to rival
him. The member for the Williams, in-
speaking on Thursday night, complained
that the present Govermunent were respon-
sible for thelast strike; and the Premier,
when speaking on the same matter, said
that was unfair, because the member for
the Williams bad backed up the Govern-
ment on that occasion. I submit that the
Premier's objection is not particularly
fair, either. We must remember the posi-
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tion. Whether rightly or not, so far as
the Government were concerned, a strike
took place, and the position taken up at
that time by the member for the Williams
was: "We shall not discuss the pros
and cons of the muatter." [M I. GEORGE :
Hear, hear.] "But the -Administration
are in a difficulty, and we will stand by
them." And as far as I remember, at
that particular time the member for the
Williams truly maintained his position
as a, man. But that does not prevent him
at some f uture time from discussinig the
preliminaries; and I have only to regret,
from his point of view at any rate, that
he did not discuss the preliminary matters
before this time. The member for the
Williams also pointed out that one of the
results of the suspension of the General
Manager of Railways is that our railway
plant has deteriorated, and our railways
are not in as good a condition now as
they were before, and are not so useful to
the community. I admit I was rather
surprised to bear that. All the informa-
tion I have received up till now points
to the fact that there has been an im-
provement. Before John Davies left the
department, there was everywhere a cry
for trucks. Everywhere people were com-
plaining that the trade of the country
was not being properly provided for.
Since a change has taken place, that cry
has almost entirely ceased. It is possible
there may be some reason which will con-
vince me that the railways have deterio-
rated ; but when that is brought forward
as a very strong point in favor of Mr.
Davies, I wish some evidence were
brought forward to back it up. As I
have already said, my experience in this
House has been that many members are
very willing to see good Bills brought
forward to a certain stage, and then they
somehow or other drop them; and
I am bound to -admit that it seems to
me there is one particular reason
for it. Till about two months or six
weeks ago, there was a certain amount
of friendly feeling obtaining among
all members of tbe House; but six weeks
ago a change took place, and from that
time nearly every motion of a material
nature-I will not say nearly every
motion, but many motions of a materia
nature brought forward by the Premier
have been blocked. Many members on the
Opposition side of the Htouse have taken

any and every opportunity of thwarting
such motions, not because they did not
like them, but because the Government
were proposing them. And in this con-
nection another thing has struck me.
Apparently the other side of the House
is composed of two distinct parties. There
is adirect Opposition, and a number of
benches of Independents; and I bave
beard that the members in the direct
Opposition have each shown a very large
amount of independence and individu-
ality, and that those on the Independent
beaches have for the last month or six
weeks rarely differed from one another.
In almost every case they are ready to
act together. I do not know whether
that is a sign of independence; but if it
has been a sign of independence in the
past, I ask those members candidly to
declare if they will continue that policy
in the future.

Ma. F. CONNOR: What about your
crowde

MR. HASTIE: Members on this
(Labour) bench, so far as I have seen,
have acted with as much individual inde-
pendence as any in the entire House. In
many cases we have been divided: and on
many matters we have not consulted each
other's opinions. I wish again to speak to
the Independent benches, and to say, if
the Independent members are willing to
vote for this motion, they must take the
responsibility of throwing out all the
social legislation that we have before us
now. Those members have given the
present Government some su pport in the
past; and I ask them to consider whether
they, will continue that support in the
future, or whether they are prepared to
allow all the work of thie session to come
to an end.

[Pause ensued.]
Mn. HASTIE: Divide.
MA. TAYLOR: Questionl.
MRn. DAGLISH : Screw up your courage.
Mn. GiEORGE: Oh, we have plenty of

courage.
MR,. HASTIE: Witbdraw the motion.
OPPOSITION MEMBER: The Other side

should speak now.
THE SPEAKER: If no other member

wishes to speak, I must put the ques-
tIOn.

Mn. W. F. SAYER (Claremont):
The motion under discussion is that the
present Ministry do not command the
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confidence of this House. So far as the
Premier has attacked the leader of the
Opposition (Hon. F. H. Piesse) in his
character of a former Commissioner of
Railways and Director of Public Works,
the Premier has sought to avoid the issue.
So far as railway administration enters
into this discussion, we are not concerned
with the railway administration of 1899,
but with the railway administration of
to-day; and for the Premier to fall back
on the in quo que argument, which in
common languiage means " you are an-
other," strikes me as one of the last
resources of an advocate embarrassed
with his bad case. [OPPOSITION MEM-
BERS: Hear, hear.] In the speech of
His Excellency the Governor we were told
that the pr-oposals to Parliament would
be limited, as the duty of the Government
would be to master departmental details
with a view to a thorough reorganisation
of the service. [THE PREMIER: Hear,
hear.] Well, the first and apparently
the only department the Administration
tried their hands upon was the Railway
Department; and with what result we all
know only too well. We are indebted to
the member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)
for drawing attention to these abuses.
The lion, member drew attention to the
fact that the Government had seen fit to
take severe steps with regard to the man-
agement of the railways. He drew
attention to the fact that the Government
thought fit to suspend a high officer in
the Railway Department. and to tell
another high officer that his leave of
absence might be continued. The hon.
member drew attention to the fact also
that the Commissione- of Railwa~ys had
appointed as his secretary a man who had
been dismissed the service-[Mit. GARDI-
NEl: No]-a man who had at any rate
formerly been in the service, and had for
Some reason left the service-

MR. JAMES: On three months' notice.
MR. SAYER: And after making the

appointment, the Minister thought fit to
suspend that officer also.

POINT OF ORDER.

MR. GARDINER: Is the hon. member
in order in reading from the Hansard
report of this session ?

THE SPEAKER: No.
ME. SAYER: I am refreshing my

memory by reference to Hanssard.

THE: SPEAKER : The hon. member
must Dot read from Mansard in the de-
bate.

Mn. SAYER: But I presume I can refer
to statements made in this House.

TnE SPEAKER: No; you cannot i-ead
f rom. Hansard.

MR. SAYER: Not read from Howsard,
but I presume I can speak from memory,
and perhaps refresh my memory by a
glance.

DEBATE RESUMED.

MR. SAYER (continuing): In answer
to the question that the member for
Albany had put to the Minister, drawing
attention to these abuses, we were told
by the Commissioner that when be
entered upon his office as Oomnnissioner
he interviewed the General Manager, and
told him that the book of the past was
closed. The hon. gentleman then pro-
ceeded to tell us that, nevertheless, it was
resolved to get rid of the General Man-
ager of Railways. The Minister then
went on to tell us that next he had to retire
the permanent head of the department,
the Under Secretary for Railways; hut as
that gentleman had been for 22 years mn
the service, he had to deal ivith him
gently and to get rid of him on the best
terms he could. If I remember aright,
the next matter that cropped uip was the
appointment of someone as secretary in
his Place, and the Commissioner of Rail-
ways pictures himself to us like Diogenes
of old, searching the world with a lantern
to find an honest man.

MEMBER: Could not get him in the
Railway Department.

MR. SAYER: What do we find?
HON. W. H. JAMES: John Davies.
Mn. SAYER: He tells us be made

inquiries and ultimately found George
Williams Davies, a capable and qualified
man. Then the Commissioner brought
before us a dramatic scene. He said
with wonderful inspiration, "Is there any
file in the department containing any-
thing against you P Be candid with
me." Then says the Minister: G. W.
Davies said "Send for the file of the
Chief Traffic Manager: I was chief clerk
to him. That file may disclose some-
thing."

HON. W. H. JAMES: It ought to.
Me. SAYER: Then the hon. member

says, " I insisted upon seeing that file,
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but it was not forthcoming. Then I amid
unto the man, 'Seeing that your record
is satisfactory, seeing that you have
been bounded oat of the service without
rhyme or reason, I will appoint you
my secretary. Coins and let me intro-
duce you to the staff.' " (Laughter on
Opposition benches.) When this ap-
pointment was brought to the knowledge
of the General Manager, Mr. Davies,
and brought to his knowledge by the
Minister himself, Mr. John Davies re-
plied : -

I respectfully beg to take the strongest
exception to the person whomu you have
appointed to the chief position, and to draw
your attention to the fact that Mr. George
Williams Davies was dismissed from the de-
partment under circumstances which should
preclude him from re-entering it.

It turns out that this statement of Mr.
John Davies, the General Manager, was
perfectly true.

How. W. H: JAMES: Absolutely un-
true: he was not dismissed at all.

MR. SAYER: On the 22nd August the
Commissioner suspended the General
Manager, Mr. John Davies, and the
immediate cause of that suspension was
the report of the General Manager on
the antecedents of 21rI. George Williams
Davies. The Commrissioner immediately
proceeded to open the " book " which he
had told the General Mauager should be
closed.

MINISTERIL MEMBER: Who was the
author?

MR. SAYER: He tells us hie sent
for the record clerk, and having got
possession of that clerk, he said, "1Bring
me the Kurrawang Firewood Company's
file, the Wilkie, Brothers, and a dozen
more; and I reckon it would be an inj us-
flee to pass over the Blaock Swan Foundryv,
so bring me that file too." Meanwhile,
Mr. John Davies stood suspended. Sus-
pension is almost tantamount to dis-
missal: at least, it implies that the public
servant, in the eyves of the Minister,
is worthy of dismissal; and I ask on what
report was that suspension made ? The
words of the Public Service Act are that
when a public servant is guilty of conduct
rendering him unworthy of remaining in
the service, or of want of fidelity, capacity' ,
or diligence, then the Minister shall sus-
pend him. I ask on what report was
the suspension madeP What was the

rhyme or rea son of that suspension?
An d what has been the resultP Two
boards of inquiry have been held at great
expense to this country, and I find that
by each of these boards of inquiry the
action of the Minister stands condemned.
One board has found that the appointment
by the Minister w'as that of a man whose
antecedents were such as to preclude him
from entering the service; and the other
board, presided over by one of the most
experienced and respected railway' experts
in Australia. after an exhaustive inquiry,
conducted with great pertinacity by the
counsel for the Crown, has made a report
proving that this high officer, who has
served the country for ten years, received
most ignominious treatment at the hands
of the Minister on charges which were
paltry to a degree, and unfounded.

THE PREMIER: Which page are you
quoting from? (Laughter.)

MR. SAYER: I say the effect of that
report is that in the minds of those
gentlemen who constituted the board
those charges were paltry; and all this,
mark you, by a Minister who speaks of
his own protg as having been hounded
out of the service without rhyme or
reason. I say that no right-th[inking
man, on this evidence, can come to any
other conclusion than that the report of
this board, consisting of Mr. Pendleton,
Mr. Shaw, and Captain Laurie, was a just
finding, and the Premier himself must
feel that it was so, because he has to-night
thought fit to rake up other charges
against the General Manager. He has
referred to the ice fraud charges, to use
them as part of his argument, whereas
those charges have never been investigated
by any tribunal before which Mr. Davies
has had an opportunity of appearing by
his counsel. If we are to bring the Perth
Ice Company 'charges forward, there
will be farther charges and farther
inquiry.

THE PREMIERt: That was brought in,
in order to interest the member for the
Williams, my successor.

MR. SAYER: If they are to be used
as arguments against the General Man.
ager, to Justify the Government in sus-
pending h1im, it was their duty to bring
them forward before that tribunal and
have them investigated by the counsel for
the Crown and the counsel for Mr. Davies.
I therefore say, without hesitation, that
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administration such as this administra-
tion which we find leads to the appoint-
ment one day of a servant and to
suspension the next, which leads to the
suspension, tantamount almost to a dis-
missal, of the General Manager, after his
long years' service, only to result in a
report from this board which we have
before us, is an administration which
must forfeit the confidence of this House
and the country. Now the cry has been
raised that all progressive legislation will
go by the board if this motion be carried.
I join issue with that statemefit. The
Early Closing Act of the late Govern-
ment has already gone by the board.
Those responsible for that Bill to extend
the Early Closing Act should have pushed
it through within the first few weeks of
this session.

Hos. W. H. JAMES: Wby did you not
suggest it?

MR. SAYER: It was not debatable
matter. It was an extension of the Act
of the late Government; hut tbe Ministry
would gain no kudos by that. It was
allowed to expire, and this boon to the
workers in our shops is now lost to them.
Then as to the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Act, why, when on the first day of
this session of Parliament a Bill was read
a first time for the amendment of that
Act, was not an amendment at once
brought in to remove the impediments in
the way of railway workers registering
under that Act? if that had been done,
probably the strike which came upon us
would have been averted. But now, I
think we know the reason why. The
intention apparently was to disintegrate,
to break up, the union of railway workers.
We were told in the Governor's Speech
that no great, volume of legislation would
be proposed during the session, but that
Parliament would be asked to consider a
scheme for a.n adequate supply of water
for the metropolitan districts and for
the consent of the State to the con-
struction of a transcontinental railway
through this State by the Federal Go-
vernment; also an amendment of the
Roads Act, a Public Service Act, and
the consolidation of our Factories Act,
and other matters, to which might
have been added the consolidation and
amendment of our ining laws, and some
reform of our antiquated prison system,
sand other matters.

HON. W. H. JAMES: Why did not you
prepare legislation?

Ma. SAYER : All tbese subjects
apparently are too commonplace in the
eyes of the Government. Advanced and
progressive legislation is the cry, and
what does this so-called advanced legisla-
tion amount to? We have aCo-operative
Stores Bill, a Bill to enable the registra,-
tion of societies to carry on all kinds of
industries, businesses, or trades, wholesale
and retail, on co-operative principles, so
that, like civil servants at home, everyone
may, by joining a society, become his own
importer and distributor of all sorts of
commodities, and may have the satisfaction
of seeing the trading community "going
to the wall." Who, T ask, wants a Bill of
this kind? To my mind it is a most
selfish idea, altogether opposed to the
principle of "live and let live."

HoN. W. H. JAMES: Co-operative
societies are ?

Ma. SAYER: Societies which carry
on co-operative business in the leisure
time of men otherwise engaged in labour.
Who wants a Bill of this kind in a State
so much dependent (ne on another?
The ideais a selfish one, and unfitted to
the conditions here. Then we have a
Bill which is'called the Mining Develop-
ment Bill. And, as to that, I would say
that if the lines of the Queensland legis-
lation had been followed enabling the
Government to subsidise, or grant bonuses
for deep sinking or for working mines in
the common interest of the district, then
the Bill would have been welcome; but
to constitute the Department of Mines
a money-lending establishment, to lend
money on bills of sale on mining machi-
nery, is to my mind unnecessary.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Did you
recommend someP

MR. SAYER: I had no occasion.
THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Not the

Countess gold mine?
MR. SAYER: Those are samples of

the advanced legislation ; but the only
one instance of advanced legislation is
the Workers' Compensation Bill, and I
will be one to welcome a systemn of general
insurance to men engaged in labour.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: That is why you
opposed it.

MR. SAYER: To provide insurance
against accident is a Subject of Federal
legislation. The Commonwealth should
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pass legislation to deal with all these
matters. But in the Bill before the
House the Government entirely ignore
the warningr of Mr. Chamberlain, that to
attempt to give the Bill universal appli-
cation to every trade and industry would
work a grave injustice. I do not, so far
as I can see, think the Government have
given adequate consideration to the means
of insurancee as against risk in occasional
employment in remote districts of the
State. It was said by the supporters of
the measure that it was impossible to
make the Bill have a general application,
and I am in sympathy with a measure
that introduces the principle that an
industry should bear the risks which it
creates. But such a Bill cannot take a
practical shape here until our local con-
ditions and means of insurance have been
studied and ascertained.

HON. W. H. JAMES: You would not
turn us out for that.

MR. SAYERP: We have had the New
Zealand Conciliation Act introduced holus
bolus, although I believe at this moment
the Conciliation Act of New Zealand is
in process of amendment.

H-tN. W. H. JAMES: In the direction
which we embody.

MR. SAYER: If the Government
aspire to take the iead in advanced legis-
lation of the Commonwealth, if the
Government desire to take the lead of
social reform in the Commonwealth, they
must rest assured that this method of
taking laws holus bolus from New Zealand
will not be followed. It is not the
method that is followed in New South
Wales.

HON. W. H. JAMES: Nor in this
state.

MR. SAYER: There the subject is
approached after the mnost exhaustive
inquiry into the practical working of the
laws in New Zealand.

HoN. W. HT. TAMES: What inquiries
were made?

MR. SAYER: Exhaustive inquiries.
We have had a report before us, and I
desire to follow the exatuple of New
South Wales9 in making these exhaustive
inquiries, rather than insisting bolus
bolus on the provisions of New Zea-
land. What does the House think of
the provision of Clause 107 of this
Bill relating to the railway workers?
Is that an example of progressive legis-

lation ?-and that is the only piece of
original drafting in the Bill.

RON. W. H. JAMES: Hear, hear.
MR. SAYER: To my mind, the maxim

of Machiavelli applies in this case: divide
et irapera. The rule was fo create dis-
union, and it was his desire to bring about

Idisunion. You can easil v see that was
the object whiob the Government had in
view by inserting Clause 107. It was
to bring about disunion and disinte-
gration of the association of railway
workers iand that forsooth in the name
of advanced and progressive legislation!

HON. W. H. JAMES: Education to
you at Claremont.

MR. SAYER: Is there anyone in the
Assembly who fails to see the motive
behind Clause 107 ?

HON. W. H. JAMES: Here is one.
MR. SAYER: Is there anyone to

whom the motive commends itself ?
RON. W. H. JAMES: Here is one.
MR. SAYER: Can anyone be sur-

prised that the Government have for-
feited the confidence of every railway
worker in the State ? Section 9.5 of the
Conciliation Act provides that the ad-
ministration of the railways should be
deemed an industry within the meaning
of the Act, and it was provided that the
Minister of Railways should be an

Iemployer within the meaning of the Act,
so that any as-sociation of railway workers
might register as a union under that Act.

MR. MO ORHEAD: That was not
originally in the Bill when brought down.

Ma. SAYER: Those were the original
provisions of the Bill.

MRt. MoonnrAn: It gave us a definition
of "1worker," too.
IMR. SAYER: After the Bill came
into the Rouse the definition of " worker"
was inserted.

THE COLONIAL TREASUER: It Was
not introduced in this House.

MR. SAYER: No definition of
"worker" was included in the Bill,
because it was desired to give "1worker "
as wide a definition as could be given to
it. What is the object of this compul-
sory splitting up of the association of
railway workers but to bring about a
disunion of workers, because the workers
will then be more easily kept in subjec-
tion. If those members who more par-
ticularly represent the cause of labour
have confidence in an Administration



No Confidence. [5 NOVEMBER, 1901.] Debate, second day. 1901

which will Stoop to such tactics as the
bringing in of a clause of this kind, they
must be wanting in insight, or they are
scarcely worthy of the trust reposed in
them; but I will not believe it. I will
not believe they have confidence in such
a clause. Railway workers are forced
into disunion by this clause; they are
expressly precluded from the clauses of
the Bill enabling unions of workers
to unite in an industrial union. Union-
iam is the genius of the Concilia-
tion and Arbitration Act as it now

Stands: disintegration is the policy of
the present Government. [OPPOSITION
MEMBERS: Hear, hear.] And, all the
while, the administration of the existing
Act is so faulty that in a recent appeal to
the Arbitration Court, parties, witnesses,
and counsel were All in attendance to
find no court constituted. The court is
to-day in a state of suspended animal ion.

How. W. H. JAMES: That is your
Act.

MR. SAYER: That is your want of
administration. It is not the duty of
the draftsman of the Bill to constitute
the court; but when 1, in another
capacity, as advocate attend the court
and find that my case cannot be pro-
ceeded with hecause no court is con-
stituted, then I say there is faulty
administration.

MINISTERTAL MEMBER: Will you tell
us what the fault is in your ActP

Mn. SAYER: For these reasons I
submit that in matters of policy and
administration alike, the Government
have forfeited the confidence of the
House.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
How. W. H. JAMES (Minister): We

often hear from non-legal members in
this House that the essence of the legal
method is to proceed, not on the lines of
common sense, but to rely on techni-
calities. I venture to think that when
we legal members are called on to settle
questions of great constitutional moment,
we do not worry to consider wretched
technicalities such as have been referred
to by the member for Claremont (Mr.
Sayer). When we have to deal with
these questions of great constitutional
moment, we call on those concerned to
sing a song. If they succeed in singing
a song, then we say they have proved
themselves capable of carrying out

judicial duties. If we men of legal
mind know that a man can sing a song,
for instance " My Jane, my Jane, my
pretty Jane "-[laughter]--we have no
doubt. he is quite capable of discharging
judicial functions. Should he however
fail to sing a song-, we say he is not
capable of carrying out those judicial
duties which we are so anxious he should
carry out. I never heard in this House
a speech more lamentable than that of
the member for Claremont. It is almost
as lamentable as if he were guilty of that
"open mind " of which we have heard so
much from the vacant chair on this
(Government) side. [Laughter.] I look
towards that vacant chair-- [OPPOSITION
MEMBER: With regret] -because I think
that chair looks far better without the
member for the Murchison (Mr. Nanson)
than when he occupied it. 1 venture to
think that vacant chair is not a whit less
intellectual now than when the hon.
member sat in it. I rejoice, at ail events,
in the fact that while the member for
the Murchison sat in that now vacant
chair, We taught him all the independence,
and all the vim, and all the vigour which
he is now carrying, like the good pervert
he is, to the other side of the House, and
which he has infused into the leader of
the Opposition. It is delightful to think
that during the last five months, while
we have placed before those who sit on
the Opposition side of the House the
duty' that is cast on them, because they
are in the major-ity, to take on their
cowardly shoulders-

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Oh!
MR. GEORGE: Don't say that!
Hoq. W. H. JAMES: To take on

their cowardly shoulders the responsi-
bility that majority brings, we failed
to sting them to action: we had to send
our pervert to them; and that pervert
inspired them with some of the pluck
we have on this side of the House. I
amn glad to find we did, at all events, that
good service to the other side, that we
thrust on them, so to speak, some of that
pluck which we have been unsuccessfully
endeavouring to inspire into them during
the past five months. When the country
is called on to consider the question
whether the Government aie or are not
to carry on the administration of the
State, whether we do or do not deserve
the confidence of the House, I take it the
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question is not going to be determined by
the 30 good men who sent us the member
for East Kimberley (Mr. F. Connor).
which district consists of 10,000 cattle
and 30 electors. [MR. CON NOft: Oh! ]
But, I take it. the question is going to be
determined by those members who have
electors in their electorates, and who
therefore have a right to speak for the
people. It is not to be determined by
those who, while representing S0 electors,
have the impudence to say that they
embody the voice of the people, and have
a right to speak for the workers. It will
be settled by those members who are
returned by electorates with a certain
number of electors in them, and who
therefore, by virtue of their position in
this House, have a right to speak on
behalf of the people who returned them.
I venture to think that those returned to
this House should realise that the
strength of their vote, the strength of
their voice, the strength of their repre-
sentations here depends not on the
geographical area of their electorates,
but on the number of their electors.
Were that realised, we should have
much less row from the other (Oppo.
sition) side of the House, and consider-
ably more earnest support of those who
sit on this side.

MR. CONNOR: There is too much row
from the Government side ijow.

HON. W. H. JAMES: We were placed
in this position by the majorit 'y of the
electors of the State, representing as we
do the majority of the electors. We were
sent here for the purpose of recognising
and remedying existing evils.

MR. CONNOR: Why did you not
bring in a Redistribution of Seats Bill ?

HON. W. H. JAMES: I do not

speak to this House to-night: I speak to
themjrt of the people in this State.
I speak beyond this House, to the com-
munity. We were sent here for the
purpose of rectifying what was wrong in
the past. We know wvhat the position
was after the last general election. The
mnember for Northam (Hon. G. Throssell),
the wily member for Northam, took up

then the position of not committing him-
self to the policy of the past. He sat
on a rail; and there is no member of the
House who can sit on a rail better than
the member for Northam can sit on it.
He sat on a, rail and said he was coming

before this House, not with a policy of
public works, but with a policy of
administration. He wanted to secure
more efficient administration in order to
consolidate and secure the position we
have now attained. He said the country
wanted a period of twelve months' rest.
so that we might turn round and see
exactly where we stood. That was his
policy. Now, the great majority of
mem~bers were returned to this House for
the purpose of securing that policy, and
seeing that it was carried out; but after
the general elections the manner in which
members chose their seats in this House
showing that, although they agreed to that
policy, they were not going to commit the
carrying out of it to the member for
Northam, what was determined on? So
many members had marked off their seats
on the Opposition side of the House that
the member for Northam, af ter coquetting
even with the Labour party, and doing h is
utmost, with the aid of the member for
Claremont, to secure a majority by hook
or by crook, by stating that certain
members had " proved their case up to
the hilt," by giving promses right and
left to the City Council and various other
public bodies, after trying all these efforts
and realising that he had failed, eventually
resigned. He did not have the pluck
even to meet.Parliament, but threw on the
Opposition, the out-and-out Opposition-
not on the members who sat on the
Opposition benches for the time being,
who had merely marked off their seats
on the Opposition benches, but on the
out-and-out Opposition-the obligation
and duty of forming a Government.
Now it may be there are in this House
members who think that the present
Administration do not consist of members
as perfect as they should be. I am
not prepared to quarrel with members
who think that. I have never yet known a
Ministry that was perfect- (M4r. GEORGE:
Hear, heax)-even the Ministry that con-
tained the member for the Williams (Hon.
F. H. Piesse) or the member for Clare-
mont (Mr. W. F. Sayer). If those former
Ministries were wanting in perfection-I
know it is blasphemy for me to say so,
but still I say it-I do not suppose the
time will come when we shall have a
perfect Ministry; and I do not think we
shall ever find a more perfect Ministry
than the present. But I do submit that

0)
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members in this House are not called
upon to judge a Ministry because of its
opposition to a particular Minister, but
to take the Ministry as a. whole; and
most certainly they should do this when
the Ministry is suddenly brought in
under the conditions which faced this
Ministry, to deal with the difficulties
which Ministers had before uw. In such
circumstances, the country expects this
House to give us a generous support.

Ma. GEOnoEn: It has been given.
HoN. W. H. JAMES:- And so pro-

nounced is that expectation that even the
member for the Murray (Mr. George),
who above all things means to place the
blue duck upon the Treasury bench-even
he gave us some support. (Laughter.)
Public opinion was so pronounced that
even hon. members opposite, anxious as
they were, craving as they were for office,
gave us some support; and T amn glad to
see the member for the Murchison (Mr.
N'auson) taking voluminous notes. That
open mind of his will always be valuable
with an ever-apeni mouth at his scr-
vice.

Ms.- Usonas: What was that you said
about blue duck?

MR. CONNOR: Divide.
HoN. W, Hf. JAMES: So pronounced

was public opinion on this particular
point, so determined was the expression
of opinion that the Government should
have a fair chance, that even the Opposi-
tion, hungry as they were for office-and
there are no men in this House more
hungry for office than same of the men
on the front Opposition bench-were
prepared, or said they were prepared, to
give the Government. afair chance. Now
I would ask members of this House-not
those who sit on the front Opposition
bench who are to be the next Ministers;
not those who sit immediately behind
them who are to be the Ministers after
that, but the independent members on
the Opposition side of the House-I would
appeal to them and would ask the ques-
tion: have the Opposition given fair and
generous support to the Government who
desired to carry out the programme which
they have placed before Parliament ?
(OPPOSITION MEMBERS- Yes.) I am
glad indeed to hear that the only voices
saying " yes " are those of Ministers in the
immediate present and Ministers in the
immediate future, while the independent

members are absolutely silent on that
particular point.

Mn. JAcoisy: Where are they ?
Hfon. W. H. JAMES: I am quite pre-

pared to admit that the Government have
not carried out all their pledges in five
months; and when members rise, like the
member for Giuildford (Mr. Rason), and
say " The Government placed before us
a certain reform : why have you not
carried it out in five months ? " I say
they are talking absolute fudge.

Mn.. Consort: Is that Parliamentary ?
How. W. H. JAMES: When you

expect responsible electors-I am not
talking about responsible members -
when you ask responsible electors to
believe that the Governmeit have not in
five months succeeded in carrying out the
whole policy of their programme-[DMa.
RAsoN : Or some of it]--I reply, "Did
the member for the Williams ever do
thatle' He was iii office for five years,
not five months, and how much of the
policy he has now discovered did he then
carry outi

MR. ilopsiNs: Disorganised the rail-
ways.

Hoa. W. H.JAMES: Isitnotastound-
ing that men pilaced in Oppositiou dis-
cover a policy that has never seemed to
occur to them when they Were occupying
the Treasury benches, and had the power
to carry out that policy whioh they are so
anxious to support when they are in Oppo-
sition?.

Mn. GEORGE : You have educated
them.

Hon. W. H. JAMES: That is true;
and we want to carry out that principle
of education. It will take years to
educate the member for the Murray (Mr.
George) to liberal principles. f do say,
-whether we or the peculia~r member for
Claremont (Mr. Sayer) had occupied the
Government benches, the duty cat upon
the shoulders of either of us would have
been imperative, not to carry out a new
policy of public works, not to throw out
baits to) secure green young men like the
member for Collie (Mr. Ewing), but to
see that after those 10 years of a public
works policy, we shoul~d put our affairs
on a sound basis; thae. we should have 12
mouths during which we* can consolidate
the work of the past, abstain from carry-
ing out the policy of spending public
money, and ascertain where we stand.

No Confidence .
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[HoN. F. H. PIESSE: YOU have taken
too long.] I quite expected the member
for the Williams to say we were wrong.

HoN. F. H. PxEAsE: I say you have
been too long in office.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: I am glad to
know the hon. member thinks five months
too long to achieve our objects. I
cannot imagine how it was that during
the five years the hon. member was in
office he could not succeed in doing the
same thing. But whatever Government
are in office, if they do the duty cast upon
them, it will be the duty, not of intro-
ducing new and startling measures
involving the expenditure of public
money, but of giving the country a
system of domestic legislation and of
securing internal administration.

HON. F. H. PLESE: That is a good
old cry.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: fam glad the
leader of the Opposition says it is a good
old cry. I have uttered that cry from
that (Opposition) side of the House as
a voice of one crying in the wilderness.

HON. F. H. PIESSE ± Oh, 1 have heard
you.

HON. W. H. JAMES: And the
wilderness happened to be the member
for the Williams. I am glad to seehe is
sympathetic in this respect. When we
were called upon to face a duty such as
that, what could we doP We wanted the
civil service reorganised. We found at
once that under the Civil Service Act we
could not do it efficiently. Of course, in
the rural districts of Claremont, Pepper-
mint Grove, and Cottesloe, I suppose
people think that if you cannot dispense
with a man's services, you should pension
him. But that does not strike us as
being entirely right. We think that if
you have a disorganised and over-manned
public service, it is not right to throw on
the public taxpayer the duty of paying
pensions to those whose services are not
necessary. But the member for Clare-
mont (Mr. Sayer) say s you cannot
dismiss a man under the Public Service
Act, but you can abolish his office
and pay him a pension. Now we entirely
disapprove of that; and tberefore, when
we were called upon to effect a reorganis-
ation of the public service, we were
met at the very outset by the Public
Service Act, against which we, when
sitting in Opposition, protested, and on

behalf of which the member for the
Williams and those who supported him
spoke; and by their votes the Act was
carried.

HoN. F. H. PiEss: I always favoured
the Public Service Act.

How. W. H. JAMES: We are talk-ing
about this particular Act which was
carried by the Forrest Government, and
carried for the sole purpose of giving
security of tenure to those who had been
placed in office by that Government.

MR. MOORHEAD: It does not give
security of tenure.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: To a large
extent.

MRs. MOORHEAD: What remedy has a
man, supposing he is dismissed?

How. W. H. JAMES: When this Act
exists, providing certain machinery by
which you can suspend a man, you must
take certain steps. If we sought to dis-
miss a man without taking those steps,
it is open to grave question whether we
could not be compelled to grant a board
of inquiry, or be liable in damages if
we did not do so. I think that point is
open to serious question; anyhow, I assure
thehon. memberthat the point did crop up.
It was one of the first points which did
crop up, realising as we did that we were
sent here, not to talk about administra-
tion, like the glib and flippant members
on the front Opposition bench, but sent
here for the purpose of carrying out
reforms. That was one of the first ques-
tions considered; and we determined
that a. new Public Service Act was neces-
sary. But, of course, the member for
the Williams, who was in power for five
years and did nothing, would say at once:
" Oh, tuck up your sleeves and never
mind the Act."

HoN. F. H. PLEaSE: He would not.
How. W. H. JAMES: The Government

to which the hon. member belonged ap-
pointed a board-a sort of civil service
hoard, or a. departmental civil service
board. The preseunt Government had
been considering the question of amend-
ing the Public Service Act; and we sub-
mitted to the board thequestion of whether
the present Act should be amended.
We asked them to make suggestions for
the purpose of amending the present Act,
and suggested to them that perhaps the
best thing that could be done in connec-
tion with our new Act would be to follow
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the lines of the Bill dealt wvith by the
Federal Parliament. It seemed to us
perfectly clear that when we were dealing
with a great question like this, it would
be well to follow the Federal lines, and
we asked the committee if they would
present to us a Bill on these lines; but
we have heard nothing from them since.
I desire to point out to this House, and
through this House to the country, that
one of the very first questions we dealt
with was the question of amending our
Civil Service Act, because we realised the
need of reorganising the civil service.
The Premier has already pointed out
that wedid this. We did thaLwhich the
member for the Williams (Ron. F. H.
Piesse) and the member for the Murray
(Mr. W. J. George) with all their talk
did not do. We called upon the Govern-
ment servants% to work half an hour
longer than they had been, accustomed to
do. That was a reform we could do and
did do, but surely members will realise
that if we wanted to effect a reorganisa-
tion of the civil service we could not do
that with justice unless we allowed suffi-
cient time to enable us to obtain a full
grasp of the departmental position. The
member for the Williams, the member
for Claremont (Mr. Sayer), and the
member for Northam (Hon. G1. Thros-
sell) are the last members in this Rouse
who will controvert this statement, that
when you are dealing with a department
you must have time to pick up in your
hands the various threads, to realise the
duties cast upon the various members of
that department, and to understand al
their obligations and the amount of pay-
ment they are entitled to by virtue of the
duties they discharge. If we had gone
into the public service and said,." We are
going to wipe them all away and effect a
revolution," we should have been met
with tbe objections we are now met with,
only in an intensified form.

Howq. F. H. PixEsm: After the cautious
style of the Railway Department!I

HON. W. H. JAMES: I was pointing
out that while we deal with administra-
tion as a whole and approach the question
as a whole in this deliberate and quiet
manner, we have for that very, reason
been accused of doing nothing; and when
we approach one department that needs
immedi ate attention and depart from
that rule, then we are attacked by the

hon. member. As I have previously said,
if we had gone into all those departments
with the same energy and the same
determination as we have gone into the
Railway Department, the Opposition
would then ha~ve been increased tenfold.
I am simply desirous of making this
point-to impress upon this Hfouse and
upon this country that from the first the
Governmeut have been anxious to secure
a reformation and reorgunisation of the
public service. They have taken steps
for the purpose of securing that object,
and it cannot be said that we have
allowed these live months to go by
without doing anything. Whilst we
realise there is a, call upon as and a call
upon any Government placed in our
position to reorganise, we recognise the
first duty is to reorganise that depart-
ment in which there has been the greatest
number of complaints. I put it before
members in this way: If they 'were asked
to specify which department had caused
the most dissatisfaction, in connection
with which there has been the most
complaints inside the House and outside
the House, and in connection with which
there is a feeling throughout the country
that reorganisation is necessary, which
department would every member of the
House and every member of the com-
munity point to?

Ma. F. CoNiNOR: The Legislature.
HoN. W. H. JAMES: Would it not

be the Railway D)epartment?: I admit,
first perhaps with regard to the Parlia-
meiit; but how can we hope to remove
antiquities like pocket boroughs such as
E~ast Kimberley, whilst we have members
sitting in the Rouse who will vote for
those antiquities which they prate about
as being so iniquitous? But passing
away fromn those antiquities so ably
represented by the member for East Kim-
berle-y, those pocket boroughs -with 30
electors

Ma. COwNNOR: You did your best to
represent them, but you could not get
there, anyhow.

HoN. W. H. JAM E S: Those 30 electors
who by one vote sent a man in who talks
as if he represented a thousand electors.
1 submit that quite apart from the need
of reform in Parliament and legal reform,
the immediate need we were caled upun
to face was the necessity of reorganising
the Railway Department, and there was

No Confidence.
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uo more strenuous supporter of those
who declared their intention to reform
that department than the member for
East Kimberley, which shows that ou
some occasions a pocket borough can
return a sensible man on some subjects.
Surely the first department demanding
attention was the Railway Department,
and what do we find in connection with
thatdepartment? Complzints made from
all parts of the State, every part of this
House, and every section of the com-
munity. Is that right or is it wrongP
Have not the complaints been unanimous?
I know there must bie something entirely
wrong in the system. It must be that
wretched goldfields element that can
cause those complaints against the depart-
ment administered mainly by the member
for the Williams. But,' rightly or
wrongly, these complaints have been made,
and I should have thought that these
complaints having been made was the
most abundant justification for the
charges we have made, when we say that
this department needs reorganising
or there would not have been these
complaints from every section of the
community, whether you deal with the
travelling public or the commercial public.
They all say some alteration is necessary.
We are called upon to face a, question
like that. There are two methods open
that the member for the Williams would
have adopted; either that of shirking
responsibility by taking a Royal Com-
mission, or by dismissing some man A
7s. or 8s. a day and effecting reorganisa-
tion on that system. If anything had
gone wrong, there would have been a
great debate in the House on what had
been done. A man getting, say, from 7s.
to 8s. a day wouidhavebeen dismiissed, and
that would have been areorgauisation ! Or
if that had not been done, the other system
would have been the appointing of a Royal
Commission, and taking off from the
shoulders of the Government the respon-
sibility of deciding the question. All
through the admninistration, of this depart-
ment you will find from time to time the
appointment of Royal Commissions which
have not brought forward reports that
have done any good. They have not put
the responsibility on the shoulders of any
particular persons, but have brought ini
vague and unsatisfactory' reports. We
do not want that. You can take up any

report on the Railway Department or any
report upon any other department made by
a Royal Commuission, and you will find
invariably that after reading the evidence
and after reading the report you are no
closer to a solution of the difficulty than
you were before. These Royal Com-
missions are the curse of responsible
government in Australia, and in no
State have they been a grTeater curse than
in Western Australia, because Ministers
who ought to be called upon to face
responsible positions have always been
apt to say to the House, "1Appoint a
Royal Commission." What do Roy' al
Commissions do ? All they do is to
shield the Minister from responsibility,
and leave us no farther than we were
before. If any member who has time will
look into the Royal Commissions that
have been held in connection with this
Railway Department, he will find in-
variabl that no good has been dlone,
while the responsible Minister has been
shielded from the responsibility that
rests upon his shoulders. What were
the Government to do ? Were they to
adopt the method of the member for
the Williams and say, " Appoint a Rtoyal
Commission; we will shirk all responsi-
bility," or were they to face the question?
It seemed obvious to me then, and it
seems obvious to me now, that where we
have a railway service with the men dis-
satisfied and the public dissatisfied, where
from the bottom to the top of the service
we find friction, where you cannot touch
any part of the service without finding
some cause of complaint, something must
be wrong. I asked myself, "1Who is to
blame for this?" It is no good saying
that the member for the Williams is to
blame for it. It may be that he is to
blame for this Ministerially, or it may be
that he is not to blame: either he is to
blame or the General Manager is to blame
for it. If you think the railway service
is perfect, there is an end to it; but if you
have an open mind you will say either
Mr. Davies or Mr. Piesse is to blame. If
you have an honest mind, you wifl say
wherever we find these complaints on
every side, those complaints must be on
the right side. Mr. Davies could not be
right and the whole of the public and
Parliament wrong. You cannot say Mr.
Piesse is right and the whole of the public
and the whole of Parliament wrong. On
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whose shoulders is the responsibility' to he
cast? On the shoulders of Mr. Fiesse or
on the shoulders of Mr. Davies ? Is the
railway service satisfactoryP

MINISTERIAL SUPPORTERS: NO.
HON. W. H.J-AMES: T ask members of

the Opposition to answer that questionl
Ma. JACOBY: No.
fox. W. H. JAMES: Well, who is

responsible-the man who has been
in charge ten years, or the man who has
been in charge five months ? If these
complaints had been raised for the first
time to-day, I (cold have understood
remarks which have been made; but were
they not raised at the last general election?
And what idle rubbish it is for members

to say that we have been responsible for
allthi disorganisation, when complaints
have been in existence for months past.
Who can believe tb-at the man who is
Minister must take the whole of the
responsibility for this trouble. I do not
blame the Minister. We have a right
to expect, in connection with railway
management, that the General Manager
should take the responsibility. The
Minister has a right to expect advice
from the General Manager; he expects
the General Manager to put him right on
all questions. The General Manager
must be responsible for the management.
It is not to be expected that when a
inan takes a portfolio, he shall have the
technical knowledge to carry out the
duties of a railway manager. The Minis-
ter has to rely on the General Manager.

HON. F. R. FrEssE: The present
Minister did not think so.

HON. W. H. JAMES: He was per-
fectly right in thinking so, from the past.
I Say I excuse the member for the
Williams. The responsibility should not
be cast on him, but on Mr. Davies.
This system has been inaugurated, it
has grown up, under the hands of the
General Manager. It was a. small
system, and it has grown up day after
day, and month after month, and year
after year; and the General Manager has
hadl complete control of it. But what
has the General Manager done ? He has
produced to us a department which, from
the bottom to the top, seethes with
discontent and disorganisation.

How. F. It. PxEasE: That is not his
fault : it is the fault of the Adininistra-
ion-the present Minister.

HoN. W. H. JAMES : I am at a loss
to understand the member for the Wil-
liams when he interjects that the trouble

ihas been caused by the present Minister.
I will endeavour to place myself five
months back, and I ask what was the
position five months back? [MEmBER:;
Worse.] I think the position was
infinitely worse than it is now. I ask,
was the position five months ago satisfac-
tory, ? We wer-e called on to face the
question as we found it ; and we found
the department entirely out of touch
with the public, entirely neglecting the
interests of the public, causing friction
with every person with whom it came
into contact, whether consignee or con-
signor, and every person employed in the
department. What did we do ? We
naturally said to Mr. Davies, " You must
be responsible for this "; and I say now
he must have been responsible for it. If
any member is the owner of a business,
will he not say to his manager, " You
may be a good man, a qualified man, and
an estimable man, hut how comes it that
this service is so disorganised, that there
is so much friction between the manage-
ment and the men ?" If the manager said
that somebody else was to blame, no busi-
ness man would listen to him. A business
man would turn round and say, " My
business is being sacrificed, and you must
go: I must find a man to carry on my
business without friction, without loss and
without trouble." We saw Mr. ])avies,
and made him what was a liberal offer.
We asked him to take a year's salary and
retire, and he would not take it. I do not
want to go into the reasons which
actuated him in declining it, but I under-
stand that the member for the Williams
offered two years' salary.

HON. F. H. FiEssE: I did not offer
any two years' salary.

How. W. H. JAMES: I accept the
hon. member's denial on that point.

THE MINISTER FOR WORxS: The
General Manager only said so.

BoN. W. H. JAMES: In accepting
the hon. member's denial on that point,
I may say that Mr. Davies was using this
in a way to resist the offer of the existing
Government. What was the position?
After a time, questions were asked in
this House as to the Kurrawang syndi-

Icate, and so acute had become that ques-
Ition that a resolution was passed calling
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for a Royal Commission on the question.
What were tie Government called upon
to faceP The question had been brought
to their attention directly, also the fact of
the dealings of this department with the
Kurrawang syndicate. The documents
were produced, and on a. perusal of the
papers there was sufficient information
found which in my opinion-and on
this point each one must be guided
by his own opinion-to justify the
position the Government took up .
we had been actuated by the motives
which actuated Governments in the past,
we should not have committed ourselves at
all. We should have approached the ques-
tion with an open mind, and said, "W'e
have no opinion on the point: although
we are paid a thousand a year, we are

going to trust the matter to a Royal
Commission." We did not do that. We
thought the circumstances were such as
to justify the suspension of Mr. Davies,
and we took that step. Is there anyone
mn the State who will say, whether we
were right or wrong, that we did not
have the courage and pluck of our
opinionsF Is there any member of the
House who can point to any instance in
which Ministers have avoided their
responsibilities ? I know it is a bit of a
shock for those who have been accus-
tomed to the system in vogue in the past,
it is a shock to those members for the Gov-
ernment to take the. responsibility ; but I
hope the new idea, inaugurated now, will
be perpetuated in the future, and that the
House will set its face against the adoption
of resolutions appointing Royal Commis-
sions. Either the Governmnt are justified
or they are not justified in taking a, certain
stand; and this House has a right to
expect, in connection with great questions
such as this, that the Government should
commit themselves either to one side or
the other, and should not sit on a rail by
referring the matter to a Royal Commis-
sion. I am prepared to admit, fully
prepared to admit, that having taken on
our shoulders the responsibility of the
question, if in the opinion of the majority
of the House we are wrong, we must fall.
Those who think that as a Ministry we
ought not to have taken the step we took
must also vote against us. We desire to
commit ourselves on this question. We
do not desire to throw the responsibility
01n a Royal Commission. It would leave

us in no better position than previous
Royal Commissions have left us in. We

imaintain that if the matter had been
referred to a Royal Commission, neither
this House nor the country would have
been any nearer a solution of the question
than before the Royal Commission was
appointed. We take the responsibility;
and, even if we fail, we claim this credit,
at any rate, that we have been the first
Government who had the courage of
their convictions and stood b y their

clurs. I think every member of the
House, and every member of the com-
munity, must have been disappointed
with the report of the board. It is a
report that does not exonerate the Gov-
erment, and a report that does not
exonerate Mr. John Davies. It is idle to
say the matters in which the report
deals with Mr. John Davies are trivial
matters. I venture to think they are
important matters. It does not follow
because, for the sake of example, I chiarge
a man with stealing £100 and he is found
guilty of stealing only £21, I am wrong
and he is right. Even in what are called
minor matters there may be important
principles justifying the action we have
taken. But all of us, I think, must have
experienced a sense of disappointment
with the report, which does not acquit
either Mr. John Davies or the Govern-
ment. The consequence is that any
member desiring to make up his mind on
the question must refer to the evidence
taken, which is now printed, and must
read that evidence in conjunction with
the report. I hope hon. members have
availed themselves of the opportunity, or
that if they have not done sb, they will
avail themselves of the opportunity, of
reading the case as put forward by Mr.
Pilkington. I venture to think the ease
is put forward in a calm and dispassion-
ate manner, and with distinguished
ability. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS: Hear,
hear.] That case is the case based
entirely on the records as they were made
at the time. I ask members, when they

Iread that case, to bear in mind that it is
the case on which the Government acted.
What on earth is the good of having
records if, when the time comes, you find
that all those records are to be nullified
by references to verbal conversations of
w hich there is absolutely no record? If
the ordinary individual-that is to say,
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the individual who has not been an
administrator of public departments of
this State in the past-if such an ordin-
ary individual were to take up a file of
papers and find on the 26th January, for
instance, what purports to be a written
statement of an agreement arrived at by
certain parties, would not that ordinary
individual lie somewhat astonished to find
by verbal evidence that this agreement,
which appears in writing for the first
time in January, was approved in the
prior December? For that is the posi-
tion in connection with the -whole of these
files. Whilst you turn over these files
and find what appears to be a consecutive
story, when you turn to the evidence, to
the evidence as adduced, you find that
the files are entirely misleading, abso-
lutely misleading; and that what appear
to be written statements embodying an
agreement are mere casual observations
relating to an agreement arrived at three
or four weeks earlier. I desired to deal
with that report; but it is somewhat late
now, and I shall ref rain from inflcting
my observations on that point on hon.
me~mbers. I -would only ask those mem-
bers who sit on the cross-benchies, if they
desire to do what is fair to this Govern-
ment, or any other Government, if they
are going to be as good as the promises
they made when they came into this
House, to give the Government a fair
show. I ask them to take the case of the
Government as it appears on the evidence,
bearing in mind that it is the case made
from the files which the Government had
before them, and which the Government
had a right to assume contained all the
information on the subject. Bearing that
in wind, I do submit with the utmost
confidence that the case amply justifies
the steps taken. I have my own opinion.
on the whole question, and my only regrel.
is that the Government did not dismiss
Mr. John Davies. [MINISTERIA-L MEM-
BEft5: Hear, hear.] I want to speak out.
I think there has been two much sitting
on the rail in connection with the ad minis-
tration in the past: every man shuffled
his responsibility on to somebody else. I
want to say, speaking so far as I can with
responsibility as an honorary member of
the Ministry, that I consider a great
mistake was made in not dismissing Mr.
John Davies, and that he deserves dis-
missal. As already pointed out, it is too

late to give my reasons now: I want only to
express my views, and I want to take the
responsibility for the expression of them, I
venture to think that we shall never have
a satisfactoryv administration of the rail-
ways in this' State until Mr. John Davies
has ceased to be our railway manager. I
believe lie is a man who, two or three
years ago, was an admirable manager;
but unhappily he has been spoiled during
the past two or three years. It is much
to he regretted that the Minister in charge.
of the department did not keep a tight
rein on him, and thus prevent those diffi-
culties and troubles we now find qurround-
ing the department in the course of the
administration. The member for Clare-
mont (Mr. Sayer), who has now gone,
has given us some original ideas in
connection with the Conciliation Bill, the
Ea-rly Closing Act, and various other
matters. I think that all the honi. mnem-
ber's more or less futile criticisms are
met by the observation that the Opposi-
tion side is the very last side to find
liberal propositions emanating from.
Although I personally respect the mem-
ber for the Williams-I hope we shall
always be good friends-I am quite certain
be is the last man to introduce an Arbi-
tration Act dealing in this liberal fashion
with the Railway Association.

LION. F. H. PrussE:: You are wrong
about that.

HON. W. H. JAMES: It, has been
made a charge, though not openly in this
House, that the present Ministry are
subject to the control of the Labour
party. Is it not somewhat siguificaut
that here, in dealing with the Railway
Association, we have not taken up a
stand perfectly approved by the Labour
party?9 We have taken the stand which
we believe to be right; and we intend to
maintain it, although it does not alto-
gether please our friends. We intend to
maintain that stand. Next, as to the
railway strike, had we given way in
that matter, would not our friends oppo-
site immediately have said, " Here you
are, yielding to the Labour party; you
are giving way immediately to clamour."
But we did 'not give way. Did any
other Government ever stand up against
clamour like that?

Hon. F. H. Prnssz: Oh, yes.
MINISTERS: Never!

-No 0011fl(I&ACe.
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HoN. W. H. JAMES: When was a
Government ever placed in the position
we were placed in?

lox. F. H. PLEaSE: You knew you
were all right, that time.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: We were in a,
minority, standing up as we did for what
we thought to be right, even although we
took up a position in opposition to a
great number of members sitting on our
side of the House. Take the railway
strike:- on that point we never gave way.
I2 think hon. members on the other side
might have been generous and given us
credit for that.

OPPOSITION MEMBS:- We did.
How. W. H. JAMES: Oh, no; they

did not. Take the eight-hours system:
we believe in it; we have said so before
in this House, and we say it now; but
we are not prepared to ad opt it right
a-way, or at 48 hours' notice. It is a
matter which requires consideration: it is
a big question which requires much con-
sideration.

Mn. HoPsINs: It wants funds, too.
Hown. W. H. JAMES:- It wants money

to carry it out, and deep consideration
before it is carried out. Let US take the
question of the Railway Association also;
and then we have three questions of very
great importance in connection with
which the Government have shown that
they are determined to carry out their
policy, regardless of whether that polic~y
please one side or the other side. They
hare not allowed their policy to be
controlled by a. desire to capture votes;
and the present Government are the
very first in this State ever actuated
by those independent motives. Refer-
ence has been made to the Workers'
Compensation Bill, to the Conciliation
and Arbitration Bill, and to t he
Early Closing Act. I do not wpant to
deal with these, but only to say that it is
somewhat strange that the gentleman
who spoke from the vacant chair usually
occupied b 'y the member for Claremont
(Mr. Sayer), and boasted so strongly
about the want of sincerity of the present
Government and their neglect of duty,
is the very gentleman who is supporting
the opening of public-houses on Sunday,
and other legislation of that class; and
lie is the gentleman who says we are
wanting in sincerity in our promises to
carry out liberal legilation. It is at the

present time the duty of the present or
any Government to secure administra-
tive reforms; and is there any Govern-
ment in this or any other State who in
five months could carry out the reforms
we are asked to carry out? [HoN. F. H.
PIEssn:. Yes.J Well, it took the hon.
member interjecting five years to bring
the Railway Department into that dis-
Organisation which the whole State calls
upon us to remedy. Moreover, in addi-
tion to the fact that we have had a short
period of Only five months of office, with
what have w~e been faced P-the strike,
the Royal Visit, and the sitting of Parlia-
ment; and the sitting of a Parliament
controlled by our good friends in Opposi-
tion -

HoN. F. H. PligssE: All novelties for
you.

HoN. W. H. JAMES: Who, when we
desired to sit late, would not let us; who,
when we desired to sit longer hours and
on mnore days per week, would notlet us;
and who, in every possible way, have
burkgd discussion to the extent that
they hare limited OUr hours of discussion,
and the dayvs on which discussion may
be held. in every possible way they
have used their power, without taking the
reponsibility wich thatpower gives them.
I am glad to think that at last they have
taken courage. The member for the
Murchison (LMr. Nanson) has gone; but I
,%ant to congratulate him o n the fact that
he has put some courage into that par-
ticular portion of the House (Opposition),
and has even encouraged the member for
Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans) to take up an
active attitude on this point. I re-echo
the remarks of the Premier. It is much
to be regretted that in this House the
present Government have not secured a
majority. The Government who take
their place, and the succeeding Govern.
meat, will not have a majority either.
That is much to he regretted. It is
entirely undesirable, and I think the only
solution of this difficulty will be to refer
this question to the people. I am sure
each side of the 'House is sincerely con-
vinced that its members do represent the
wishes of the people; and whether we
vote for this motion or against it, each
side thinks the people are behind it.
I think the people are behind us onL
this question, and the question will not
be satisfactorily settled until it has been
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rererred to the people. I hope the Oppo-
sition are wrong. I hope, when they
succeed in carrying this motion, they may
find their majority sufficiently strong to
carry on the affairs of the State; but I
say they will not be able, at the end of
five months, to show a record like that of
the present Government.

Ron4. F. H. PssE:; No; we will not.
MR. JACOBY: We do not want to.
HON. W. If. JAMES: When we took

office, we found, as I may remind the
member for Claremont, that we were left
without one Bill, prepared. We were
caed upon to face the position when,
every Bill had to be drafted without a.
pai-Iiamentarv' staff ; when the whole
question of policy had to be considered,
and all the hundred and one questions
which crop up every day in connection
with administration, had to he dealt with.
We had to face that position; and I think
it somewhat ungenerous of the member
for Claremont, who to a large extent
is responsible for that state of affairs,
to say that some particular Bill ought to
be introduced, or something else done.
I should have thought he would have
kept silent on this point, realising that if
it bad not been for our thorough belief
in the policy we support, our thorough
belief that the time is ripe for the intro-
duction of domestic legislation, and that
we are prepared to sacrifice our own
Jpersonal convenience, our own time, and
our own money to carry out that policy,
we should not have been in the position
we occupy to-day. The member for the
Williamus has attacked us on that point,
and I challenge him to mention one Bill
which we brought forward to which he
objects. The member for Claremont
objected to the Co-operative Societies
Bill. Well, is it not lamentable to hear
a, man on a no-confidence motion object
that, amongst other Bills, the Govern-
ment have introduced a Bill which enables
co-operative societies to he formed? Why,
that man is, a reactionary of the worst
possible kind! No wonder he lives in
Claremont! Here is a Bill which has
been law in the old country for years past;
which is asked for by people who desire
to form co-operative societies in this
State, and is opposed by the hon. member
as being somewhat revolutionary. I
regret to have trespassed so much on the
timne of the House. If wq elimuinate

from this discussion the John Davies

in' niry -- and I understand that the memn-
ber for the Williams eliminates that-
what is leftP Where have we been
inefficient? The worst charr against us
is that in dealing with the solution of the
difficulties in the Railway Department
we have had the courage of our convic-
tions, and have struck, not at the poor
man who is paid 7s. a day, but at the
man who is high up, and who is respon-
sible for the whole trouble; and never
before have any Government had the
courage to do that. Former Govern-
ments have always struck 'at the poor
muan, the 7s. a, day man; or they have
had a Royal Commission appointed. But
we have had the courage of our convic-
tions; and because of that we have
excited enmity. A big man always
has friends. It is because a big man has
frends that people will not attack him.
We have attacked him; and 1 say that
the one man who is responsible for the
maladmin istration is the General Manager,
Mr. John Davies. He alone is responsible.
He is the man whom a business man
would hold responsible. He was the
person who was given complete control
by the member for the Williams; and
'what did he do? Brought about the
state of affairs that we see now. I say
'we should not hare been worthy of our
trust if we had not faced the position,
and brought matters to an issue. I am
proud of the position we took up; I am
satisfied we did that which commends
itself to the people; and whether -we go
out-and I most sincerely hope we shall
go out on this question-or whether we
do not, I am satisfied the country will
realise we have had the courage of our
convictions, and that realising a great and
a. gro-wing evil we struck with fearlessness
at the root of it, and brought down the
man who was responsible for it, instead of
striking at poor men getting 7s. a day, or
putting our responsibility on a Royal
Oommission, and thus shielding ourselves.

On motion by Mr. J. Ewiwa, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.
The Houme adjourned at twenty-two

minutes to 12 o'clock, until the next day.
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