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loyal servants of the people; but we can
hold office on no terms other than those
that will allow us as honourable men to
hooourably discharge our trust to the
people. (General applause.)

®. W. NELSON (Hannans): I can
assure’ you, Mr. Speaker, that I rise
with considerable timidity fo venture
some reply to the exceedingly able and
eloquent speech to which we have just
been privileged to listen. It is my
intention on the present occasion to be
brief for two reasons, first because the
real point at issue, I take it, is whether
or not the present Administration shall
continue, a question of so exceedingly
simple a nature that it ought not, I think,
to unduly detain the House ; and secondly
because I naturally desire to maintain
uniarnished that reputation for brevity
of speech which I bave so long enjoyed.
I desire at the very outset to approach
the subject of the Government with that
fecling  of reverence and veneration
generally accorded, and I think rightly
accorded, to the dying and the dead, for
rightly or wrongly, wisely or otherwisely,
the death sentence has nndoubtedly been
provounced on the present Government.

Tre PremMrer: Why not give them a
trial.

Dr. Errs (Labour) : You have had
three years.

Me. NELSON : I will explain that by
and by. T say that the power which in
democratic countries makes and unmakes
all - Governments has deereced, in my
opinion, that the James Government
must die. We are really here to take
%a;l;t in a sort of funeral ccremony. The

mier, whether he likes it or not—and
on the whole I think he rather likes it—
is attending his own funeral. It is only
fair to add that he seems to meet his fate
with considerable courage and equanimity,
and goes to his doom with as much
cheerfulness as the wember for Brown
Hill (Mr. Bath)lutely went to his wedding.
The Premier has entirely misunder-
stood, if he will permit me to say so, the
real issue before the House. 1 think it
will be generally admitted that, adminis-
tratively and legislatively, the James
CGtovernmnent have been undoubtedly an
improvement on the Governments that
have here gone before them; und 1
believe it may justly be claimed that
the James Government have passed better
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laws and have administered the law
slready in operation with greater purit;
and impartiality. The Government ar
going to their doom, not because the peopl
think they are hopelessly bad, but, nghtl;
or wrongly, becuuse the people desir
something better. In other words—and
this I am expressing a sentiment whicl
hasbeengeneral thronghout the country—
the present Gfovernment were condemne
only in an indirect way. There has beel
growing throughout the world—not onl
throughout this country, but throughoun
the world—a desire for something bettex
and ruther than any particular objectiol
tothe James Government, thishas resulter
in their indirect defeat. The Premie
entirely misunderstands the issoe whe
he imagines that because of his especia
wickedness he has Leen defeated. As:
matter of fact, the same party which hav
caused the defeat of the James Glovern
ment here have caused similar defeats t
simiar Governments right throughou
Australia; and aceordingly I think th
Premier makes a serious blunder in tak
ing the recent election as specially a vot
of censure on himself. In the course o
his speech the Premier declared that h
had a right to expect to hear why th
James Government had been attacke:
throughout the country. Speaking per
sonally, I never took the troubls to attac!
the James Governmeni. My especie
care was to advocale the principles i
which T believe. If the James Govern
ment had been absolutely pure in thei
administration, if they hn.lf been abso
lutely spotless, that would not in th
slightest degree have prevented thei
downfall. A;im'n, the Premier put th
question, on what other grounds the Oppo
gition asks the House t8 force the Gov
ernment from office. I say it is precisel
because the people have pronounce
against the Government in the indirec
way to which I refer. TFor example
Brutus declared that he killed Csosa
not because he did not love Cemsar, bu
beeause he loved Rome more. I believ
the people of this country—TI acccept th
the figures as practically conclusiv
on both sides—in an indirect wa
have defeated the Government.

believe the people have condemned th
James Government, not 50 much becaus
they did not like the Government, bu
because they had greater faith in som
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other body with more correct principles,
and that body was going to embody
its principles into law. In another
part of the Premier's speech he tried to
accuse the Labour party—the party on
this side of the House—of having
altered our policy. He pointed out that
originally the Labour party came here
pledged to certain defintte principles, and
that they were quite willing to accept any
fair instalment of these principles from
the Glovernment in power; they were
quite prepared to give an indirect sup-
port to the Government so far as that
support resulted in the establishment of
the measures which the Labour party
desired to cm:g into law. The Premier
said there had been a departure from
that princigle in the attitude taken by
the leader of the Opposition to.day, [
claiin that no departure has taken place
from the principles originally acted on
by the Labour party. I claim that there
has been no inconsistency : our conduct
to-day is not different from our conduct
of yesterday. It is because events have
transpired which justify an alteration of
our position. For example, we have been
returned by an undoubted majority of
the electors of the country; the result of
the elections has been that we stand in
this House numbering 22 members, that
the Government have a much smaller
number ; therefore if the public verdict
means anything at all, it means a mandate
to us to take upon ourselves the respon-
sibility of carrying those principles which
we advocated on the public platform into
effect. We have not changed our
position. We are holding to the prin-
ciples we have beld all along. If the
Jaumes Governmeut were prepared to
adopt the platform on which we were
elected, if they were prepared to accept as
their policy for the next three years the
platform of the Labour party—a plat-
form which by no means is revolutionary,
but which in some form or other is
wctually embodied in law in some part of
the British Empire—I say that if the
Jaumes Government were to adopt that
platform and come to the House with that
policy, so little is our desire tu enter
ofice, and o great is our desire to carry out
the principles we were sent here to carry
ont, that Fha.veno hesitation io affirming
bhat the leader of the Opposition, nstead
>f moving what is practically a vote of
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no-confidence, would on the other hand
have been endorsing and advocating to
the best of his ability the continuation of
that Government in office. I submit,
therefore, that there is no inconsistency in
our attitude, that we are here to do the
best we can to carry out the principles to

~which we are pledged. Seeing that when

we were a com tively insignificant
minority, when tll:eambast &ing l;%der the
circumstances to get our principles em-
bodied in law was to give a kind of
independent support to the James Govern-
ment, we did so; not out of any love for
the James Government, but purely und
entirely because we desired to carry our
principles into law, So on the present
occasion we practically vote a want of
confidence in the James Government, pot
because we do not like them, not because
we particularly hate them, but because
we believe now as we believed all along
that our primary duty is not to be bound
to any Government or any party, but to do
our utmost to carry into law the principles
to which we are pledged. In the course
of an exceedingly able speech the Premier
declared oveg and over again, practically
by implication rather than directly, that
we bad been making an attack upon bhim,
that in short the recent elections were in
some way or other a great reflection on
his own persocnal character and on the
character of his Government. I say that
is not go. It is guite true that the leader
of the Opposition in his short speech did
touch somewhuat lightly on some defects
in the administration. T quite adwit
that be did so, but I hold that the
cardinal point of bis criticism and the
ultimate justification of his action was
that the country has clearly and con-
clusively declared by the returns that
have been handed in, declared by a con-
siderable majority

Tue Premier: No.

Mr. NELSON: I know that the
Premier has made an attempt to show
thal the majority is not large, in fact
hardly exists; but he only does that by
taking to bimself the credit, or rather by
claiming on his side, the votes that have
been cast for Independents. I hold that
according to his own basis the statement
is nbsolutely vujustified. I quite admit
we have no right to these voles, and we
do net claim them. The right way to
look at the figures is to leave the In-
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dependents out altogether. They stand
by themselves. They are neither subject
to the Labour party nor are they subject
to the James Government, and the James
party have no more right to claim those
votes than we bave. Keep them out,
and what is the result ? -The result is
that, on the clear izsue which the Premier
declared the country should decide, that
is between Labour and the Government,
the country has decided by u considerable
majority in favour of Labour. And my
opinion is that it ought not to be neces-
sary for this party to take up the position
it is now taking up. I think the Premier
would better consult his own dignity and
would show a greater fidelity to the
Erinci les of constitutionalism in which

e believes, if, instead of waiting for a
vote of want of confidence by this Cham-
ber, he came to this House and said,
“Gentlemen, the country has declared,
rightly or wrongly, that it does not want
me ; the country has given a verdict
ageinst me; and although I think that
verdict unfair and nnjost, nevertheless T
will bow to it until by my subsequent
conduct I have succeeded iw altering that
verdict.” In the course of a very able
speech the Premier was good enough to
occasionallycite my own opinions, to quote
them as bearing some authority. I trust
that on this matter, as in other matters,
be will also pay some heed to my advice
and gravely reconsider whether the time
has not arrived to ignominiously haul
down the flag and unconditionally capitu-
late. 1 have no sympathy with a great
deal that has been said by the Premier in
reference to the lack of fresdom which
prevails on this side of the House. It
18 quite true that we have caucus meet-
ings,

Mg. Jonnson (Labour): The Govern-
ment had one the other day.

Trae Premier : There was a vast differ-
ence, though.

Meusrr: There were not so many
there,

Mz. NELSON : It is quite true we
think it is & wise and proper thing for
members of a party to consult together
in some sensible way before coming to
this House; but I utterly fail to under-
stand in what way the Labour party, in
any of its methods during the election or
subsequent to the election, have done any-
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thing inconsistent with rational huma
liberty. Forexample, we were told durin
the Premier's speech to.night that w
were bound by the unions, and that w
were bound by the caucus. What reall
takes place when a general election i
going on with regard to the Labou
party? What do we do? TFirst of a
a number of Labour people, rightly ¢
wrongly, have arrived at certain cou
clusions, which conclusions we call

Labour platform. We join together i
organisation for the purpose of advocatin,
that platform ; to try and convince othe
men that it is & wise and just platforn
calculated to promote the well-being ¢
the Btate. Will anyone dare to say ths
it is & violation of buman liberty for me
believing in certain principles to bin
themselves in order to advocate thei
opinions? I think not; therefore, sofa
a8 regards joining organisations with th
chief end of propagating opinions, !
cannot be said that we do anything t
violate human liberty. Subsequentl;
when the election comes round we find :
i8 8 good, reasonable, and wise thing
that prior to the election we should mak
a selection as to the candidate most likel
to serve us in the Legislature, and th
result is that we have what is called

Tabour ballot. The Labour ballot, in m
opinion, with all its defects is an ur
doubted attempt to apply to the selectio
of a candidate the same democrat
principles as are applied in the ult
mate election of a candidate. What d
we do? We do nol, as has bee
constantly urged, even confine the seles
tion to unionists. Every man who agre
with our platform, whether he be a
employer or a worker, whether he L
rich or poor, every man who agrees wit
our platform and is willing o join ov
organisation receives from us a heart
welcome. When that organisation
formed ultimately, and when in time
selection has to be made, every memhx
in that orgamsation has an equal rigl
to vote. The class to which he belong
and the particular trade which he follow
are matters into which we do not inquire
and when that selection is ultimatel
made, the candidate selected receives tt
support, the endorsement, the sympath;
and the aid of all his fellows in t}
organieation, I ask, is there any violi
tion of liberty there? It is almost a
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impertinence to say so, and surely it is
right that men who agree to a certain
opinion can bind themselves together to
advocate that opinion, and the members
of a given organisation have a perfect
right to select a representative of that
organisation to be put forward for selec-
tion or otherwise. It should never be
forgotten, but apparently it is forgotten,
that ultimately the Labour candidate
hasg, like every other candidate, to submit
himself to the test of the electors. TUlti-
mately in the longrun that man has to
come forward, and when he is finally
returned to this House be is returned, not
by the votes of this organisation or that
organisetion, mot by the votes of this
union and that union, but by the votes of
the whole of the electors in the con-
stituency for which he is standing.
Surely, therefore, it is utterly beside the
point, it is grossly illogical and grossly
unfair to contend that so long as the
Labour party act in that way they are
ruilty of any violation of the rational
iberties which should be exercised by
wise men. Again, it is said that when
#e come to the cancus wa violate liberty
n some way. In what way? I have
iaid on the public platform, and I vepeat
t here, that I am pledged to absolutely
wthing but the platform on which
. secured my election. I represent
be electors of Hannans on that plat-
orm, and nothing else. It is quite true
hat when [ enter into that eaucus there
re many matters of detail which may
w brought up, and it is quite true
hat I have a perfect right, which all
ational men exercise in fact, to help to
scure by a small sacrifice of individual
berty that unity of action which ig
ecessary to ultimate success. For
sample, if in the cancus mesting there is
question whether we should put one
weasure hefore another, whether we
hould even elect a Speaker, if in a
watter of that kind any individual
lember feels it is a question which
ught not to find vent in caueus, that it
a question to which he is not pledged,
1e caucus extends to that person an
asolute right to exercise his own judg-
:ent. I submit, therefore, there is no
olation of liberty.
Tae Premiee: What about the case
’ Mr}a Fowler and the Common Raule
ause
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M=r. NELSON: Let me give a simple
example to the Premier, in order that he
will understand that not only do we
maintain our liberty, but on some ques-
tions, possibly on nlf uestions, we secure
to each member a larger measure of
liberty thav used to be enjoyed by those
belonging to the old party. Take for
instance the great fiscal issue, We had
over and over again in the Federal Parlia.
ment samples of o freedom such as is
never enjoyed by the older parties, The
Labour party recognised the wisdom of
allowing absolute freedom on that ques-
tion, with the result that when the
division took pluce in the Federal Parlia-
ment we saw Labour men on oneside and
Labour men on the other; showing that
they recognised that even on an important
and fundamental question such as that it
was wise to permit liberty in order to
secure solidarity. Whereas we find that
members of the other parties in that
Parlisment practically muade the fiscal

uvestion a supreme issue; and the
adite or the ]geakinita who, while that
great issue was being discussed, had
seceded from the Eﬂ.rt)r majority would
in all probability have been condemned
and ostracised. I therefore hold that the
charges of the Premier in veference to
our lacking liberty and freedom of action
are utterly unfounded and unjust, and
that wa enjov, and I believe will continue
ta enjoy, that necessary measure of liberty
requisite to the successful performance of
the great duties we have been called on to
undertake in this House. Just a word or
two more. The Premier declared that
this was a straight issne between Labour
and the party outside Labour.
Tree PreEmier: Between Labour and
TOgTess,
Mz. NELSON: In my opinion there
is surely no antithesis between Labour
and progress. As a fact, whether the
Premier borrowed his policy from the
Labour party or whether we borrowed
our policy from the Premier—whichever
view we take of that—during the lust
three years there has been such a funda-
menta ment between the Premier
and the Labour party es to the policy of
this country, that I fail to perceive why he
should view with the indignation w]ja,ich
be has evidently lately developed the
party whom I now represent. It is
really not at all & question of the
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Premier’s being attacked by us. Practi-
cally the Premier says, “ Why not allow
us to carry on as we have been doing” ?

Tee Premier: I did not sav that.

Mzr. NELSON: The leader of the
Opposition has declared that in his
u||:inion the Government of the country
should be transferred to other hands,
and the Premier practically objects to
guch transfer.

Tee Premier: The leader of the
Opposition did not say that. He said
that the Government ought to carry on.

Mz. NELSON: So far as I uoder-
stand it, the leader of the Opposition
said, and expresses his opinion in his
smendment, that the time hus come when
the James Government should cease to
&vem this country; and the James

vernment are amazed at the result,
and practically say, “ Why should we
not go on™r My reply is, “ Why
should you mot stop”? I admit that
the leader of the Opposition is an
mterested party. Very likely he wants
t0 be Premier. The Premier also is an
interested party. Very likely he desires
to continue in his high position. There-
fore let us leave them both out, and go
to the power that is higher than both,
and what does that power say? The
people of this country, by a majority
clear and decisive, have declared that the
James Government are not wunted, that
another Government must have a trigl;
and whether or not the Premier likes
that, I think it is his duty to be true to
that democracy which he professes, and
to bow with becoming grace to the
verdict of the people. I wish also to
emphasise once more that it does not
follow that because the people of this
couptry prefer a Labour Government,
they have any special objection to the
James Government. Let me give an
example. Only the other day the
member for Brown Hill (Mr. Bath)
took unto himself a wife. Now in that
act of taking unto himseif ome woman
he did not reject all other women: he
merely manifested a preference, and I
believe an absolutely justifiable prefer-
ence, for the bappy woman on whom he
bestowed his affections. And so, in
precisely the same way, the recent elec-
tions did not blame James, did not con-
demn him; in fact, to tell the homest
truth—and I must apologise for bhaving
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to say it—1I never referred to the Pr
mier 1m the course of my election speeche
and I believe the same may be said

other Labour mewbers. So that just

it would be very wrong for all oth
women in the world to go 1o the memb
for Brown Hill and say “ Why did y
reject me " so it isin my opinion equal
wrong and foolish for the Premier to r
gard the recent victory of the Tabo
perty as in any special sense a rejectic
of himself or of his Government, Ontl
contrary, as I hioted before, the gre
movement which the Labour party ha
the honour to represent is ns wide
civilisation itself. It is growing ever
where, not only in Australia but in En,
land, not only in England but in Americ
not only in America but throughout tl
whole civilised world. There has grow
up a new party, with new a.sqirn.tiuns, ne
ideals, new hopes ; and the old parties a
confronted with a power which never co
fronted them before. In the old da
Iiberalism was very largely a form -
Government by which the great workir
clagses used their power to hoist t]
bigher orders inte political positions, 1
older countries like England there a
two great historic parties, the Libers
and Conservatives. The Liberals, gene
ally representing the great manufacturit
interests of England, used to say to tl
working people, * Send us to Parliame:
and we will save you.” The Tories sa
to the people, “ Never mind those Liberal
we are the peo?le to save you; send !
to Parliament.” And generation aft
generation the people tried first one par
and then the other. They put tl
Liberals in power, and the Libera
somehow did not succeed in eavi
them. They then tried the Tories, wi
the same unfailing result. They trik
the Liberals in, and there was utt
failure ; uotil there grew up in the hear
of the workers the feeling that the Tori
could pot save them, and the Libers
could not save them that if they were
be saved at all they must save themselv
with their own hande end their own hear!
Now I submit that is the meaning of ti
great Labour movement we are here
this House to represent. It means !
egpecial condemnation of the Premi
Personally T wish to say that Iadmirel
ability and his courage, and am tru
grateful for the splendid work he h
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done. I wish to say right here—I have
said it on public platforms to my electors,

and T say 1t in absolute sincerity —that I
trust the time is coming and I believe it is
when there will no longer be a war between
classes; thet the time is coming when the
men who are workers, whether workers by
hand or by brain, will unite against the
lazy fellows who do not work atall; and I
personally regret and depiore the fact that
the Premier and those who are with him
have not seen their way to be more frank
and more courageous in the expression of
their democracy. When George Leake, I
thiln]: about lt;wl;: years ago, g ':ered his
olicy speech, I remem eploring the
act that 1t was too moderate, that i% did
not find a sufficient echo in the hearts of
the people. I believe that the polioy of
the present Premier also is 100 moderate.
I believe that if James dies this week be
will bave killed himself. I believe, in
absolute sincerity, that the Labour
have no desire for office. I do not thin
thatthe memberfor Subiaco (Mr.Daglish),
I do not think that the member for Coel-
gardie (Dr. Ellis), 1 do not think that

one member of the Labour party desires

to hold office. That was the most ungene-
rous and most unkindly statement made
to-night by the Premier—made, I believe,
with a lack of that sincerity which gener-
ally characterises his statements—when
he insinuated that the new attitude of the
Labour party resulted entirely from a
desire for office. I believe that is
absolutely unfair, and without a shadow
of justification. I can assure the House
that the Labour party recogmives its
manifold imperfections; it recognises
how difticult it is for inexperienced men
to take upon themselves the high respon-
sibility of the Government of a coun
like this ; and I can assure the House that
bad it not been for the action taken by
the Premier—an action which I hold does
hiw credit—the attitude we have adopted
to-night would never have been adopted.
Before sitting down, I cordially ve-echo
the more generous sentiments of the
speech just delivered by the Premier.
ne thing has impressed me in coming
into this House, and in conversation with
many of my colleagues I find it bas
impressed them, namely that in spite of
hooest and fundamental differences of
opinion, there exists, and I believe there
will continue to exist, that personal

{2 Avausr, 1904.]

Second day. 63

friendship and personal courtesy among
members which, after all, lends to Parhia.
mentary life o sweetness it would not
otherwise possess. I believe that feeling
will continue. I believe in fair fighting.
I think the Premier made to-night a
fighting speech; and I believe that his
bold and courageous front, his fine asser-
tion of what he believed to be his rights
and dignity, will commend itself to no
gection of this House more than to the
section sitting on this (Opposition) side.
We ourselves are fighters. We bhave
come to this House to fizht for t
principles.  We recognise that we m
wmen of great capacity, and I believe of
equal integrity, on the Government side
of the House; and I believe that the
ultimate result of discussions in this
Chamber, and even of this discussion in
which we are now en , whether it
ends in the defeat of the Government or
in their continuing to hold office, what-
ever the result may be I helieve it will
be found that the members of the
Opposition, as well as those on the other
side, recognise the great responsibility
which they bave to discharge, recognise
that we owe great and far-reaching duties
to those that have sent us here; and we
shall do our utmost, not only by what we
do but also by what we forbear to do, to
uphold the honour and dignity of this
Assembly.

On motion by Dg. Erris (Labour),
debate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.

Tre PREMIER: In moving “ That
the House do now adjourn,” we shall
meet to-morrow at 380 o’clock; and I
hope, as there seem to be awbout 45 orators
in the House, members will take care to
bave iheir speeches ready,so thut we can
bring this debate to a close as soon as
possible.

The House adjourned accordingly at
12 minutes to 10 o'clock, until the next
day.




