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mas except such matters as must be dealt
with before Christmas. After that, it will
be for the House to indivate to what date
it wishes to adjourn.

Question put and passed.

House adjourncd at J.2 p.m.

Negtslative Hséemblp,

Tuesday, 20th December, 1921,
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The SPEAKE.R taok the Chair at 4.30
p.am., and read pravers.

MOTION—WAXT OF COXFIDEXNCE
IN THE GOVERNMENT,

Waroona-Lake Clifton Railway.
Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.32]: I

move—

That, in the opinion of this House, the
Ministers in the present Government who
participated in the formation and comple-
tiom of the contrart to build and purchase
the Waroona-Lake Clifton railway without
the authority of Parliament, and in de-
fiance of a resolution passed by the As-
sembly ag to the ovder of huilding railway
lines in the State, are deserving of the
utmost ecnsure; and the Government who
have known all the facts in eonnection
with the said eontract and withheld them
from the knowledge of the House and the
people, have forfeited the confidence of
the Assembly.

T am sorry that this motion should in any
way interfere with arrangements that hon.
memhbers may have made regarding their
movements during the Christmas holidaya.
We all had hoped that we shonld have been
able to continue our comparatively peaceful
progress through the legislative programme
hefore the House, which would have enabled
us to close the session before Christmas.
However, I want to say at onee that the
members of the Opposition diselaim any re-
sponsibility whatsoever for any interruption
that may he taking place. Owing to ecircum-
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stances which were divulged by the Premier
on Thursday evening last, during the course
of his speech in introdueing the Loan Esti-
mates, a condition of tbings was revealed
whiech members af the Opposition felt it was
their imperative duty to take notice of. Not-
withstanding any inconvenience that may be
caused, and notwithstanding the fact that it
probably means returning to our lahours
after the holidays, I feel that I am only
acting in the best interests of the country in
submitting the motion which stands in my
name on the XNotiee Paper. Circumstances
connected with the special lease of Lake
Clifton will be well within the knowledge
of those members who oceupied seats in this
Chamber during the last Parliament. In
1916 a Biil was introduced and passed
through Parliament. That measure provided
for a speeial lease being granted in respeect
of the Lake Clifton area, comprising some
4,200 aeres, The object was to enable the
concessionnire to work the lease and obtain
for eammercial purposes the lime which was
known to exist at the bottom of the lake.
TUnder that lease, also, power was conferred
upen the concessionaire, or upon any person
to whom he might assign his lease, to con-
struet a railway., I do not contend that the
action of the Lefroy Government in pur-
chasing that railway was in any way illegal.
We know that under Section 13 of the Aet
power was conferred upon the Goavernment
of the day, or their heirs and successors, to
purchase the railway, Thus, I am not con-
tending that anything unconstitutional,
illegal, or contrary to the laws of the land
was done. What I do say, however, is that,
while the Government were within their rights
in purchasing the railway without Parlia-
mentary anthority, they were morally wrong
in doing so. That 13 an aspeet of the ques-
tion to which I propese to return later. I
have no doubt, knowing as I do that there
has been a great demand for the file dealing
with this particular matter since the tabling
of the papers on Thursday last, that it has
been impossible for perhaps the majority of
hon. members to have an opportunity of
perusing that document., T have made ex-
tracts from the file wbich commend them-
selves to my judgment, and which T believe
to he essential to arriving at a proper un-
derstanding as to the facts. I purpose at
this stage to read extracts from the file in
order that those hon. members who are mnot
acquainted with the contents of the file may
be in possession of the details and thus he
able to come to & conelusion on the facts dis-
closed., It is known to all that the Lefroy
Government decided to purchase the railway.
Negotiations regarding the purchase seem to
have been opened up early in 1918, We find
that the file opens with a Ietter from the
chairman of the Council of Industrial De-
velopment—I understand Mr, C. 8. Nathan
was the gentleman—to the Minister for In-
dustries. The extract I shall read is to be
found on page 1 of file 99/19, and is dated
3th’ September, 1918. The extraet refers to
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the purchase presumably and reads as fol-
lows:—
When over here on his preliminary trip
he—
The ‘‘he’’ referred to is Mr. Oakden, the
manager of the Sydney company, of which
the local company is an offshoot—
appears to have negotiated sucecessfully
with the Premier, the Minister for Works,
and the Minister for Railways.

That extract iz somewhit ambiguous, for we
are left in doubt as to what Mr, Oakden
appeared to'have successfully negotiated. We
do not know what that rcfers to. On page
6, and under date 24th September, 1918,
there is a minute from the Minister for In-
dustries to the Minister for Railways. In
carcfully examining this file, I have been
astonished at the part played by the gentle-
man who then held the portfolio of Minis-
ter for Industries, Right throughout the file,
the correspondence from the Syduey com-
pany, and from the loeal company, and, in
fact, throughout the whole transaction from
beginning to end, instead of being addressed,
as 1t should have been, in most instances to
the Premier, and in other eases to the Minis-
ter for Works on matters relating purely to
the Works Department, was directed to Mr.
Robinson ag Minister for Industrics. Mr.
Robinson then forwarded the correspondence,
as the cirecumstances required, to the Premier
or the Minister for Works, or the Minister
for Railways, usually with instructions to
those Ministers to perform eertain things.

The MMinister fur Wyrks: [nstructions.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, to the Minister
for Works himself, I do not know whether
he acted upon those instruetions, but in more
than onc instanec the Minister for Industries
gave instructions to the Minister for Works
regarding matters pnrely relating to the ad-
ministration of the Works Department.

The Minister for Works: 1 do not know
of those instances. The Minister expressed
opinions but did unoet give me instructions.
No man can give me instructions cxcept the
Premier,

Hon. P. COLLIER: T know that the Minis-
ter for Works is & strong man somctimes,
but he did not display that strength
which he desires us to believe he is
pasaessed of, throughout the negotiations in
connection with this matter. The Minister
for Industrics wrote to the MMinister for
Railways on the 24th Beptember, 1018, re-
garding another matter and the following
extract is taken from that communieation:—

T asked you and the Minister for Works
to meet Mr, Oakden at Parliament House,
awl it was suggested that, as a large

quantity of lime, something like 30,000

tons per annum, was to be conveyed over

the. Government line, a special price might
be quoted.
Hon. members should note that that minute
was to the Minister for Railways. On page

11 of the file, under date the 26th Septem-
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ber, 1918, there is a copy of a minute from
the Commissioner of Railways to Mr. Hud-
son, who was then Minister for Railways, I
would like hon, members to follow this
minute berause they will find it very instrue-
tive in the light of other winutes on uther
files voncerning the administration of the
Railway Department. This is a minute
from Mr. Short and jt stands out iu striking
vontrast with minutes despatched Ly the
present Commissioner, Mr, 1%ope, Mr. Short’s
minute was as follows:—

With refereuce to the attached memo.
On the [2th iust, at yvour request, I met
Mr. B, Oakden, general wanager of the
New Bouth Wales Cement, Lime and Coal
Company Ltd.,, Syiney, awl discussed with
him the rates on coal from Collic and on
lime. I pointed out to him that we were
conveying the local coal at less than cost,
and that it would be impossible for me to
agree te any reduetion on the existing rate.
1 also advised him that the rate for lime
was class ‘'M,"" which is praeticaliy our
lowest rate, In the afternoon of the same
day, subsequent to my seeingr Mr, Oakden,
you asked me if I had fixel up anything
with him. | explained to you the par-

« ticulars of the diseussion we had had, and
that I understoed from Mr. Oakden that
a private line was te be constrocted to
Lake Clifton, and I advised you that I
should be glad to have particulars of any
agreement that had been wmade, so that I
could know whether we were to run on
the Ling, or whether pur wagons only, the
company to take delivery of them un our
main line. You promised to give me this
information on the following morning.
At 1030 a.m, the next lay you tclephoneil
to kuow if 1 could meet Mr. Oakiden; the
secretary advised vou that I could see him,
but that | was waiting for particulars
from you. M:. Oakden duly called and
gave me to understand that the position
was as follows, viz.: That the ¢ompany
desired to start eement works at Burs-
wooll [sland. The distance from Lake
Clifton  to our South-West main line
was approximately as follows: to War-

ocong, 14'% miles; Coolup, 12 miles: Pin-
jarra, 15 miles. That he was not prepared
to find moucy to construct this liné, but
had arranged with the Government that
he was to constrnet the line under the
supervision of the Engineer-in-Chicf, and
that the Government wonld then take it
over and hani it to the Working Raitways,
or in other words, on the completion of the
road it would be a Government line. The
question of rates was then discussed, and
he agreed that he could sapply us with
full train loads if neecssary, or any ton-
nage that we might desire; that it wonld
take 2 tons of lime to make 1 ton of
cement, and that he anticipated having to
utilise 30,000 tons of lime during the vear,
quite outside of at least a similar quan-
tity which would be required for aurieul-
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tural vse as manure, and 10,000 tons of
coal from Collie. I replied that if the
conditions as be stated them were eon-
firmed by the Government, I would be
quite prepared, in order to encourage the
indunstry, to recommend the lowest rate
possible under the circumstances, but that
he must distinetly understand that, in con-
sequence of our small population, the pro-
portion of our high-clasa goods to low-class
goods wag much lower than in the Eastern
States, and that he could not, therefore, ex-
peet similar conditions to apply here as
in the Enstern States. I have gone very
carefully into the matter, and, in order to
encourage the industry, I am prepared—
provided the heavy rails are uwsed—

That ia an all-important proviso.

to recommend a special rate of 4. per
ton per mile for the carriage of the lime
from Lake Clifton to Burswood, plus a
shunting charge of 2s. and 4s. at the
latter place, provided that the truchks are
loaded to their carrying eapacity, and that
a minimuem number of trucks to suit the
department’s convenience should be avail-
able for transit, as it would not pay to
run out to Lake Cliften for ome or two
trucks. TUnless the heavy rails are used, I
cannot recommend any reduction in the
existing rates wunless the junction is
made at Pinjarra-Dwarda light rail en-
gine could be wutilised to work this
spur line, for if light rails are used a light
rail engine would have to run empty either
from Perth or Pinjarra to Waroona, As
an slternative, if heavy rails cannot be
supplied, then the only way in which I
could recommend a reduction would be
that the junmction should be at Pinjarra
g¢ that the Pinjarra-Dwarda engines could
be used. It will be necessary for the com-
pany to supply their own sheets for cover-
ing the lime, and we will return them
free. I could mot agree to supply sheets,
for a large number of both sheets and
wagons are damaged from time to time in
connection with the carriage of lime over
our own line. Sheets are also practically
unprocurable at the present time, and if
they can be obtained, it is only at very
high cost.

[ASSEMBLY.]

siuner of Railways it will be seen that the
representative of the company which has
acquired this concession states that it has
been arranged by the Government to take
over this line on its completion by the
company. The representative astates that
the arrangement was made by yourself
and the Colonial Treasurer when you were
in Sydney carly this year. If the state-
ment be correct, please let me have par-
ticulars of the arrangements made, so that
I may be in a position to deal with the
Commnissioner 's minute,
On the 5th October, 1918, the Premier wrote
this minute to the Minister for Railways—
Mr, Oakden called on the Treasurer and
myself in Bydney and made representation
in regard to the Government taking over
this loop line on completion. No definite
undertaking was given, but the proposal
appealed to us at the time as being in the
best interests of the State, if required
conditions were carried out, and Mr. Oak-
den was told that he should put up his
proposal for the consideration of the Gov-
ernment.

From that minute it would appear that the
matter of the Government purchasing the
line was first broached to the then Pre-
mier and the Colonial Treasurer, Mr. Gar-
diner, in Sydpey, in May, 1918, The next
is a lettergram from the Minister for In-
dustries to Mr. Oakden, dated 16th Octo-
ber, 1918, In the light of subsequent
events, it is onc of the most important
documents on the file. It reads as fol4
lows: —

Conferred with Mr. Law. Railways are
willing to quote  reluced price carriagze
lime provided they can use their main
tine engine from Waroona to Clifton.
This can only be doune if 60Ib, rails are
uged. On other hand, if line rumns
Clifton to Pinjarra, then light rail en-
gine from Pinjarra-Dwarda line can be
used for thiz spur line work, whe
lighter rails could be used. The diffi-
culty is, if you desire alter route to Pin-
jarra to secure lighter rajls it means ap-
plying to Parliament alter concession,
which I think highly objectionable.

The then Commissioner of Railways, Mr.
Short, was prepared to quote a special rate
for the carriage of lime, namely three farth-
ings per ton per mile. The ordinary rate for
lime was the ‘“M’’ rate, which was slightly
over 1d. per ton per mile, notwithstanding
which the Commissioner was prepared to
offer a special rate of three farthinps per
ton per mile, a very considerable concession.

The Minister for Works: What js the date
of that?

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is 24th September,
1918, The next minute, dated 1st Oectober,
1918, is from the Minister for Railways to
‘the Premier, as follows:—

Lake Clifton. TIn paragraphs 2 and 3 of
the attached minute from the Commis-

Hon. T. Walker; Who is that?
Hon, P. COLLIER: That is from Mr.

Robinson to the managing director of the
Portland Cement Company, Sydney, on the
16th May, 1918, Tt continues—

I note you stated to Commissioner Rail-
ways that you were to construet line un-
der Government supervision, when Gov-
crhment would take it over. I find your
letter  Government’s reply does not
amount to any definite understanding,
If you wish this followed up, then put
forward definite proposition for considera-
tion of Government.

He advises Mr. Oakden at this stage that
there is no definite proposition before the
Government for the purchase of the line
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and that if he desires the Government to
take it over he is to make a definite pro-
position in writing, Then follow three
wires from Mr. Robinson to Mr. Oakden
in regard to rails, a matter one would have
thought entirely within the province of the
Minister for Works. It shows that through-
out the proceedings the matter was handled
by Mr. Robinson. On 8th October, 1918,
Mr. Oakden writes to AMr. Robinson—
Your opinion, which was also clearly
given to me by other members of the Cab-
inet, namely, that it was highly objection-
able to apply to Parliament to alter the
CONCession in any way Another point
raised in your wire of the 17th inst. is with
referenee to my statement to the Commis-
sioner of Railways that we were to con-
struet the line to the satisfaction of the
Enginger-in-Chief, finding the necessary
capital and carrying out the work which
when completed “would be taken over by
tlie Government. This has been an cx-
pressed covenant and really formed the
basis of this eompany’s foundation recog-
nising that until the company was regis-
tered, no formal agreement would be en-
tered into. The matter was first consid-
ered in econference with the Premier on his
visit to Sydney. It was then taken up by
letter as referred to in my wire and on
several occasions it was discussed and fur-
ther agreed to in a letter written on the
31at May signed by U.8. of Lands,

There is to be seen runming through the
whole of it the determination that, no matter
what agreemant might be arrived at in ve-
gard to the purechase of the ling, Parliament
itself should not be consulted. It was essen-
tial that the matter should be withheld from
any power which Parliament might exercise.
Mr, Oakden, in his letter, states that it was
the opinion given to him by several other
Ministers as well, that it was highly objee-
tienable to apply to Parliament to alter the
concession in any way., Then we have a
letter from Mr. Oakden at Sydney to the
Premier in Perth, dated the 18th May, 1918,
as follows:—
A review of the proposition shows that
a branch railway must be built to enable
the valuable deposit to be brought to a
market. The eost of this railway is esti-
mated at approximately £30,000, At the
outset it must be conceded that to lock up
so much ecapital of the proposed undertak-
ing would seriously handicap the company,
and since your Government cannot enter-
tain building the line, I repeat the offer
marde verbally, namely, that this ecompany
provides the necessary capital, builds the
line, and upon completion to the satisfac-
tion of your Engineer-in-Chief, the same
be bhanded over to the Western Australian
Government in exchange for a debenture
deed for the actual amount expended bear-
ing interest at 514 per cent. free from tax-
ation, the deed to have a currency of, say,
20 years. . ... . My reference to the fore-
going is not intended to suggest for ene
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moment fhat the Government wish to vary
or depart from the terms already given,
namely, that when the work is completed
and both lime and cement works are in
operation the railway line will be taken
over by the Government and payment made
by Government debentures at 5% per cent.
This matter, I take it, will be dealt with
when the local board of directors is ap--
pointed. We fully recognise that although
the capital will be subseribed in this State,
the control and conduct of the business
must be governed in Western Australia.
In that letter the company estimates that
the line wili cost £30,000. We ghall find out
later what it actonally did cost. Then we
have this letter of the 3¥st May, 1918, frnm
the Under Secretary of Lands to Mr. J. H.
Johnson, of the West Australian Club,
Perth, It is an all-important letter, for
upon it so mech turns in regard to the
Cabinet decision in the following January.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Mr. Johnson then
held the lease.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, he had not then
assigned it to the company; in fact, the com-
pany had not been registered. Mr. J. H,
Johnson, the original concessionaire, then
held the lease, but subsequently assigned it
to the company, This is the important letter
from the Under Secretary of Lands, referred
to 8o much later on—

In reply to the recent correspondence ad-
dressed by you to the Premier with regard
to the Lake Clifton agreement, T have the
honour by direction to inform you that the
agreement cannot be varicd without the
authority of DParliament, which will be
meeting in about two months’ time. The
Government is anxiows to facilitate opera-
tions and is willing to submit an amending
Bill to Parliament, providing that you and
the Government can agree upon amend-
ments likely to be acceptable to the House.
With regard to your proposal that your
company should build the line and that the
Government shonld take it over at cost in
exchange for debentures bearing interest
at 5% per cent.,, the Government feel that
this proposal could not he entertained un-
lesg it had the assurance that work would
be in aetual operation, thus providing
traffic for the ratlway. Consequently, it is
suggested that you amend your offer to
provide that the railway to be built by you
be taken over by the Government on terms
you suggest after the nceessary plant and
machinery for the lime and cement works
have been actually established as a going
concern, thus seeuring trafiic for the rail-
way. If this suggestion meets with your
approval, steps can be taken to prepare
an agreement to form the basis of the
amending Bill to be submitted to Parlia-
ment early in the coming session.

That is an important letter, having regard
to what subsequently tranmspired. It was
gsent in May, 1918, \

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Yet only five months
before then, the Attormey General said it
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was highly objectionable to place it before
Parliament.

Hon. P, ("OLLIER: Yes, five mouths
earlicr the Attorney General realised, and
other Ministers also realised, that it would
he highly objectionable to approach Parlia-
ment.  Mr. Johnson replies, inguiring whether
the Under Seerctary’s letter conveys the de-
vision of Cabinet; and the Under Seeretary
replied to him on the 22nd stating that hia
letter correctly scot forth the decision of
Cabinet, So it would appear that in May of
1918 {'abinet hail in mind that any agree-
ment entered into with the concessionaire or
the holder of the lease should be subject to
ratification by a Bill presented to Parlia-
ment. On the 18th Max, 1918, the Minister
for Industries wrote to Mr. Oakden, the Gen-
.eral Manager in Sydney, as follows:—

T beg to confirm my lettergram ies-
patched on the *5th inst., which reads as
follows: —*‘ Referring to recent correspon-
dence and telegrams, I am divected to say
that the Government is prepared to accept
431b. rails for *he Waroona-Lake Clifton
line (stop). And during the establish-
ment of the industry to carry the line sub-
jeet to repulations at a three farthings per
mile rate, provided full train loads to the
satisfaction of Commissioner of Railways
are required to he hauled and that the
total line tonnage carried does not fall
below 25,000 tons per annum {(stop). In
terms of the Under Secretary for Lands’
letter, the Government awaits an applica-
tion in writing from your company setting
out precisely its propesal.’’

“We find here that the Government have given
way. There are on the file many pages deal-
ing with the question of G60lb. rails versus
43Ib. rails. We know, a3 I have shown, that
the rate quoted by the Commissioner of Rail-
ways was the low rate of three farthings per
ton per wmile, but was subject to two condi-
tions, either that G0l rails be used, or that
the line should junction at Pinjarra and not
at Waraona. We find that the Government
have now ignored hoth those eonditions and,
so far as [ have been able to ascertain, with-
out the comsent or approval of the Commis-
sioner. The Uoverument have decided to ac-
cept 43lb. rails instead of 60lb. rails, and
have reduced the quantity stipulated by the
Commissioner from 30,000 tons to 23,000
tons per amnum. And that, without the
authority of the (‘ommissioner nf Railways,
who stated in his minute that the low rate
was subject to heavy rails being used. So
in this instanee, as in every other instance on
the file, wherever the desires of the ecompany
were in conflict with the views of the Gov-
croment, or of any of the officials of the
Government, the State and the Government
vielded every time, and the desires and
wishes of the cowpany were conceded in
every instanece This is a wire from the then
Minister for Railways, who was in Kalgoor-
‘lie at the time, to the Minister for Indus-
trivs in Perth, on the 16th November, 1918,

.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin:
other ome.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The lettergram to
Sydney informing the company that the Gov-
ernment aveepted the 45lh. rails and the
smaller quantity of freight was sent on the
18th. Two days prior to that, namely, on the
16th, the Minister for Railways wired from
Kalgoorlie to the Minister for Tndustries in
Perth, stating that in view of the Commis-
sioncr’s report and Parliamentary approval
of the concession, he was not disposed fav-
ourably to any reduetion of freight.

The Minister for Works:  And did they
reduce the freight!? .

Hon, P. COLLTER: Does not the Minis-
ter know that they reduneed it?

The Minister for Works: T asked you if
they did.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The then Minister for
Railways was not disposed favourably to any
reduction of freight., We know that subse-
quently the Government eoteréd inte an
agreement with the company at the special
rate of three farthings a mile.

The Minister for Agrienlture:
tain tonnage. .

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, but even with
that tonnage, the Minister for Railways on
the 16th opposed any reduction of freight.
("abinet, however, decided that the reduced
freight should be granted, and also that the
lighter rails should be used. Mr. Robinson,
the Minister for Industries, replied to that
wire on the 18th as follows:—

Lettergram cembodying Cabinet decision
including reduetion was despatched Friday
night.

S0 the protest of the Minister for Railways
carricd no weight with Cabinet at the time,

Two days before the

On a cer-

Mr. Troy: And the Commissiouer’s re-
commendation had no weight with them,
either,

Hon. W, C. Anpwin: The Minister ae-
kunowledged the protest two days before the
wire was scnt.

Iton. P, COLLIER: And all that the Min-
ister for Railways conld get in reply to his
protest was a curt intimation fhat o tele-
gram had been despatehed to Sydney inti-
mating that Cabinet had agreed to a reduc-
tion of freight. On the 26th Novemher, 1918,
the Australian Portland Cement (omprmny
Ltd. wrote from Sydney to the Premicr, as
follows:—

T am directed by my board to obtain

a definite agreement from your Govern-

ment whercby yon nndertake to take over

the railway we propose to construct be-
twecn Waroona pnd Lake Clitton in
terms of the negotiations and promises
verbally and by letter. For your conven-
tenee T beg to refer yon to my letter of the
18th May and a reply by the Under Secre-
tary for Lands, 31st May, making the tol-
lowing proposal—

I need not read that. The letter of the

Under Secretary for Lands dated the 31st
May, is quoted, which letter I have already
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read,  This letter stated that the Govern-
ment were prepared to take over the rail
way awml if his suggestion met with ap-
proval, steps could be taken to prepare an
agreement to form the bagis of an amend-
ing Bill to be submitted to Parliament. Then
the file contains many wires and communi-
cations from the Minister for Industries
to Elder Shenton & Co. regarding the price
of rails. The portfoliv of the Minister for
Industries seems to have been all-embracing.
No matter what aspeet of the question was
being dealt with, no matter whether it was
a question of public worka or otherwise, it
all came under the Minister for Industries.
Threughout the whole of this file, which is
some eight inches high, there are not half a
dezen communications over the signature of
the Premier of the day. The moving spirit in
all the transactions seemed to be the then
Minister for Industries, and apparently he
was able to get the consent of his colleagues
on the all-important features of the contract.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: I do not know what
wasg wrong with the Minister for Works., It
is not like him.

The Minister for
later on.

Hon. P. ("OLLIER: ©On the 9th Decem-
ber, 1918, the Minister for Railwaya sent a
minute to the Alinister for Indusiries stat-
ing that he had arranged for inspection of
rails from the firewood company at Kur-
romia and asking advice and partienlars re-
garding priee and position in this matter;
and on the 13th Decvember, 1 minute was
sent feom the Attorwey Geoeral to the Mion-
ister for Works asking the advice of himself
and the Engineer-in-Chief regarding the
matter referred to by the Minister for Rail-
ways. The matter of inspecting the raild
was one entirely for the Works Department,
but the Minister for Railways sent  the
minute to the Minister for Tndustries, who
asked the Minister for Works practieally
to get on with the work. The Minister for
[ndustries went to Albany, probably for the
Christmas holidays, and on the 2nd Janu-
ary, 1319, he wired to Mr. Moore, Secretary
to the Minister for Induastries, as follows:—

Please hand my file lime cement works
Solicitor General prepare agreement. Send
me file and draft agreement when ready.
Please expedite.

On the 7th Jannary the Minister for Indus-
tries forwarded the draft agreement to
the Premier in Cabinet with the following
minute ;—

. Agreement herewith for approval. 1
have added a mew paragraph 12 referring
to approval of Parliament; otherwise it
is in order.

The Solicitor General put up a draft agree-

ment which contained 11 clauses, and the

Attorney General, Mr. Robinson, added one

clause in his own handwriting and numbered

it 12. He further wrote:—

Works: T will tell you
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I suggest an agreement for purchase
with Minister for Works and a second
agreement as between the Railways Com-
misioner and the company relating to
freights-—two agreements.

On the $th January the Premier minuted the
file back to the Attorney General thus:—

Redraft agreement and submit it for
approval. H.BL.

It is most significant that everything on this
page is in the handwriting of the them At-
torney General. Mr. Robinson put up a
minute to the Premier supgesting ecertain
things, and he put wp in his own handwrit-
ing, a veply, purporting to come from the
Premier, to his own request, He not only
put up the query to the Premijer, but he
also punt up the answer in his own handwrit-
ing,
Mr. Troy: And the Premier signed it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Premicr replied,
"‘Re-draft agreement and submit it for ap-
proval.”’ The Premier should have added,
““Your very humble and obedient servant.'’
Paragragh 12 of the draft agreement which
the Jlinister himaselt added reads:i—

This agreement is made subjeet to the
approval of Parliament of appropriation
of funds.

We have there, on the Tth Jannary, a sugges-
tion by Mr, Robinson himself that the agree-
ment should be subject to the approval of
Parliament of appropriation of funds. We
shall sec what happened to that sugpestion
within the next suceeeding week or two. The
Snlicitor (General who drafted the agree-
ment, sent a2 minute to the Attorney General
on the 13th Janvary, 1919, in which he
said:—

Mr. Oakden, the General Manager of
the Company, has stated if the completion
of the purchase is subject to Parliamentary
approval so that any elemont of donbt re-
mains as to whether the line would in
fact be purchased by the Government, his
company would be unwilling to proceed
any further with the Dbusiness, as it is a
ginc qua non that the company should not
assume the permanent respensihility of
constructing, owning and working the rail-
way. The within draft does not contain
any proviso that the purchase is subject to
the appropriation of funds by Parliament.

There can be’ poe mistoking that minute by
the Solicitor General on the 13th January,
in which he direeted the =attention of the

Attorney General to the fact that M.
Oakden $old him if there was to
be an element of doubt involved in

getting the approval of Parliament, he was
not prepared to go any further. The Solici-
tor General further directed the Attorney
General’s attention to the fact that the then
agreement did not contain any proviso for
the appropriation of funds by Parliament.
That was on the 13th January., I do not
know what happened in Cabinet. It will he
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for Ministers to say whether that minute by
the Solicitor General was brought vnder their
notice. On the 13th alao, the Seolieitor Gen-
eral put up a minute to Mr. Hampton, the
Under Secretary for Law, which stated:—
I drew attention to the fact that the
proposed agreement in exercige of the op-
tion did not comtain any proviso that if
would be subject to the approval of Par-
liament or to the appropriation of funds
by Parliament (see page 81), but Cabinet
decided to purchase under the authority of
paragraph 13 of the authorised agree-
ment.
The Solicitor General took every possible pre-
caution to see that his responsible Minister
knew entirely the situation with regard to
any reference to Parliament. Then we come
to the Cabinet decision itself, which was
given on the 16th January, 1919, and which
is on the file in the handwriting of Mr. Rob-
inson. It states:—
Cabinet decision. Cabinet is of opinion
(1) That the statutory egreement should
not be varied. (2) That the Government
aprees to purchase on the terms set out in
the letter of U.S. for Lands of 31/5/18
nnder the authority of paragraph 13 of
anthorised agreement.
This is initialled by the then Premier. On
the 17th January Mr., Robinson minutes the
Cabinet decision to the Under Secretary for
Law as follows:—

I did not like the terms of the suggested

agreement—
That was the original draft put up by the
Solicitor General which contained 11 clauses
and to which he added a twelfth elause to
the effect that it should be subject to Par-
liamentary approval—

and advised Cabinet as above, which has

been approved. FPlease carry into effect.

R.T.R. :
I do not know what took place in Cabinet.
T do not know what the intention of Cabinet
wng when they agreed to this minute, but
there can be no miataking whatever the literal
meaning of that minute. When one examines
the position, it very clearly lays down that
the Government agreed te purchase the rail-
way under the authority eonferred upon them
by paragraph 13 of the special lease in the
Aet, and without any reference whatever
to Parliament or approval by FParliament.
That is what the Cabinet decision means. I
do not know what the intention was. It is
for Ministers who were present to say what
their intention was. The literal meaning is
very clear; there is mo ambignity about it;
there ean be no doubt whatever and in this,
T think, the member for Bunbury (Mr.
Money) will agree with me. Cabinet agreed
to purchase under the authority of paragraph
13 of the authorised agrecment.

The Minister for Works: Subject to the
letter of the 31st May.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Paragraph 13 of the
authorised agreement i3 the paragraph
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which gave the Government the option to °
purchase the railway.

The Premier: Those words you have
quoted are not all the words in the Cabinet
minuote, are they?

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes, they are.

Hon. T, Walker: And they are in Mr.
Robinson’s handwriting.

The Minister for Works: Read it again.

Hor, P. COLLIER: The minute says:—

Cabinet is of opinion—{1} That the
statutory agreement should not be varied.
(2) That the Government agrees to pur-
chase on the terms set out in the letter of
U.8. for Lunds of 31/5/18 under the auth-
ority of paragraph 13 of authorised agree-
ment,

That is the complete Cabinet minute,

The Minister for Works: Is there not a
provise in the letter of the Under Secretary
for Lands which says there must be Parlia-
mentary approval?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister cannot
have read the paragraph. The letter of the
Under Secretary for Lands suggests that the
company should build a railway ard that it
should be taken over by the Government with
everything as a going concern, thus securing
trafic for the railways, but paragraph (2)
of the Cabinet minute makes the position
elear—

On the terms set out in the letter of
U.8. for Lands of 31/5/18 under the auth-
ority of paragraph 13 of auwthorised agree-
ment.

The Minister for Works: That is right.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No matter what the
intentions of Ministers were there is no mis-
take as to the literal interpretation of the
Cabinet minute, Paragraph 13 of the auth-
orised agreement says:—

Provided that at any time during the
currency of this lease it shall be lawful
for us, our heirs and successors, to pur-
chase the said railway at a sum equal to
the cost of conmstruction less depreciation
ag determined by the actual condition of
the line.

There are other conditions as to ascertain-
ing the price, ete, Paragraph 13 confers the
option upon the Government of purchasing if
they think it desirable, and Cabinet agrees to
prurchase under the authority of that para.
graph,

The Minister for Mines: Subject to the
terms of the letter you have read: ‘‘Subject
to Parliamentary approval.’’

Hon. P. COLLIER: No. If that were so

it would be a foolish Cahinet min-
ute. becavse it would be contradie.
tory. Tf the Under Secretary’as letter

provided specifically for a reference to Par-
liament the latter portion of the minute
would he a contradietion. The decision
wonld be an entire contradiction,

The Minister for Works: No!

Hon. P. COLLTER: I cannot question
the intentions of Cabinet because I have no
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knowledge of what they were. Tf Ministers

say that it was the intention of Cabinet that ,

the decision of the 16th te purchase should
be subject to Parliamentary approval, T am
prepared to accept their word. It is not for
me to say what took place at the Cabinet
meeting. All I ean do is to go upon the
Cabinet minute. AIl that Cabinet minnte
eiys is that the Government will purchase
the railway under the authority of para-
graph 13. That means they will purchase
the railway on their own responsibility with-
out any referenece to Parliament.

Mr, Troy: That is the result.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Let us see what in-
terpretation an impartial, unbiassed, and un-
prejudiced official, namely the Crown Solici-
tor, places wpon this. Undoubtedly the de-
cision of Ministers was to effect the purchase
behind the back of Parliament. Some of the
minutes I have read show that there was a
keen desire on the part of the Minister for
Industries not to appreach Parliament for any
alteration, and that he thought it would be
highly objectionable to do so.

Hon, T. Walker: Wotwithstanding what
he bad written.

Hon. P, COLLIER: Mr. Oakden says
'ths‘;t‘ other Ministers expressed a similar
opinion.

Mr. Money: They desired to avoid any
amendments whatever.

Hon. P. COLLTER: When the agrecement
was being drafted the Crown Solicitor makes
it clear that Mr. Oakden told him he wasg not
prepared to enter into any agreement until
there were removed auy of the doubtful ele-
ments as to obtaining Parliamentary ap-
proval.

Mr. Troy:
work.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Tt was the basis of
the agreement and negotiations that the
matter should be clinched, and the work per-
formed without Parliamentary approvid, Aec-
cording to Mr. Oakden, Ministers had c¢x-
pressed the opinion to him that it was higlly
objectionable to approach TParliament for
any variation of the agreement. They knew
they had not a million to one chanee of gecnr-
ing the endorsement of any Parliament in
the country to such a proposal. [t was not
desirable that the people’s representatives
should know about the deal, becanse Parlia-
ment would not ratify it.

The Minister for Works: Can yen find
any other Minister than the one you refer
to who said such a thing?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Mr. Oakden did sot
name them. In a lettergram signed by Mr.
Robinson he advises Mr. Oakden that it was
highly objectionable to approach Parlia-
ment. We have no other defuite proof en
the file tbat any other Minister expressed
such an opinion, exeept. that Mr. Qakden says
that they did. He says that several other
Ministers expressed a similar view. Oa the
17th January, Mr. Oakden writes to the
Minister for Industries. It is always to the
Minister for Industries. There was no other

He would not go on with the

2495

member of Cabinet except that Minister. Mr.
Oakden says:—

In termg of the agrecment which im-
poses that the company is to construet the
line, I shall be obliged if you will give
instruetions to have the following work
performed by the officials of the Public
Works Department at our expense, which
will avoid delay and remove differences
between engineers.

He is asking the Minister for Industries to
give instruetions to officials of the Publie
Works Department for certain work to be
carried out, and continues—

(1) That a survey of the line of route be
made conforming to the.requirements of
the Engineer in Chief. (2) That a survey
he made of the land to be resumed
(Crown or alienated) and the nccessary
steps taken to resume. (3) Working draw-
ings for the construction enginecrs to be
prepared. Since the line will become the
property of the Government it will ob-
viously appear to you expedient that the
cost of construction will be as low as pos-
gible. Accordingly, if you have any suit-
able plant that will otherwise have to be
purchased, I shall be glad if you will give
ingtroctions to loan this. You, I am sure,
will recognise the importance of proceed-
ing with this work with the least possible
delay. There are probably not more than
three months of dry weather conditions,
and, owing to the exceptionally low lying
nature of the ground, it is imperative that
. the work be put in hand at once. Thank-
ing you in nnticipation of assistance.
The Minister for Industries sends this on to
the Minister for Works with the following
comment :—
T should be glad if you will give im-
mediate effect to requests 1, 2, and 3, and
also assist in the lean of plant as far as
you reasonahly can,
Evidently Mr, Oakden was advised by tele-
phone of the deeision of Cabinet, and on the
noxt day sent the letter to the Minister for
Industries T have just read.

The Minister for Works: And he sent it
on to the Minister for Worka?

Hon. P. COLLIER: On the 17th.

The Minister for Works: I was not there.

Hen, P, COLLIER: He gave the instrue-
tions I have just read to the Works Depart-
ment.

The Minister for Minea: That is definite.

Hon, P. COLLIER: No doubt be was the
strong man of Cabinet. The next thing we
have is a letter from the Solicitor General to
Messrs. Robinson, Cox, Wheatley, and Jack-
son on the 20th January, 1919. This is the
first time that the name of this firm of solici-
tors appears on the file

Mr. Troy: As soon as the agreement is
made.

Hon. P. COLLIER: 7Yes. It was made
on the 20th. Cabinet decision was on the
16th, and on the 20th the agreement is
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signed by Mr. Colebateh as aeting Premier,
on behalf of the Government.
day the Solicitor General writes to this firm
of solicitors, as solicitors for the company.

Mr, Troy: How does the Solicitor Gen-
eral know that?

Hon. T. Walker: He knew it before.

Hon. P. COLLIER: He had a brain
wave. It was the business of the Solicitor
General to know, Having handled this mat-
ter for months he knew what solicitors were
acting for the company. This was not dis-
closed on the file until the agreement was
signed. The Solicitor General writes to the
solicitors as follows:—

I enclose the agreement re purchase of
railway signed in duplicate by the acting
Premier. Please return one of them to me
in due course duly sealed by the company.
I also enclose the form of agreement with
the Commissioner of Railways as regards
freight. This agreement has been ap-
proved by the Minister for Railways and
by the Commissioner,

which is not vorrect,
hnt the latter is unavoidably absent from
his office to-lay and it eannot be signed
until to-morrow, You will, however, be
able to write Mr. Oakden to-morrow that
the signed agreement is in your hands, and
it ¢can be posted by next mail

That is where the firm of solicitors comes in.
The next thing I have is an agreement signed
by Mr. Colebateh. It is 2 comparatively
ghort one of two clauses. The first containg
the usual preamble, ¢“Whereas’' and so om,
which means nothing. The other clause
reads—

Now it is agreed that when the said
company's works at Lake Clifton and its
evment works at Burswood Island, inclnd-
ing all mnecessary plant and machinery,
have becn erected, and the said works es-
tablished to the satisfaction of the Gov-
crament 25 & going coneern, thus securing
trafic for the railway construeted nnder
the said lease, and the said works have
Ireen in operation for six months, the Gov-
crnment will purehase the railway on the
terms set forth in fthe said lease, and sub-
Juet to the said company being registered
a8 assignee I the said lease, and the rail-
way being duly assigned to the Crown free
from epcnmbrances, the purchase will be
completed. The company, will, if the Gor-
ernment o ddesires, accept in satisfaction
of the purchase money Western Austra-
lian dehentures at par hearing interest at
314 per. vent. per annun,

. 'Fhe Minister for Works: Was not that
agreement vouched for as heing in aceord-
ance with the Cabinet minute?

Hon, P. COLLTIER: T am glad the Minis-
ter for Warks rewinlded me of that. It
brinpz me to the interpretation of the minnte
of Cabinet. Mr. Faver was asked to draft
an agreement, and that is the agreement he
drafted. There is no provision in it for ref-
ercace to "arlbiment at all. We thus see the

On the same '
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interpretation placed upon Cabinet decisions
by an impartial official. The interpretation
the Crown Solicitor placed upon it is the
correct one.

The Premier: No doubt the interpretution
was supplied by the Attorney General,

Hon. P. COLLIER: It may have been, In
sending the agrecment to the Attorney Goen-
eral, after Jdrarting it, Mr, Sayer minutel at
the bottom as follows: —

An agreement as above will he within
the terms of the Cabinet minute of
16/1/19.

Mr. Robingon adds to this, “*I concur.’’ The
agreement was within the literal meaning of
the minute of Cabinet. Whatever the inten-
tions of the Minister may have been I do not
know. But JMr. Sayer says he drafted the
apreement in pursuance of Cabinet’s decision,
and the Atterncy General agrees.

The Miniater for Works: And upon that
Ay, Colebateh signed the agreement.

Hon, P, COLLIER: Yes; and I shall
have something to say about that later on.
Then we have a communication from Rohin-
son, Cox, Jackson & Wheatley to the Soliei-
tor General, Perth, dated the 5th February,
1919, From {his time onwards, once the
agrecment was gigned, correspondence passed
freely between the Solicitor General and the
firm of Robinson, Cox, Jackson & Wheatley,
acting on behalf of the company. The
solicitors’ letter reads as follows:—

W.A. Portland Cement Company Lid. &
W.A. Government, We have received from
the solieitors for the company in New
South Wales, Messrs. Stephen, Jacques
and Stephen, for whom we act s agents—
(1) railway freight ogreement, (2} pur-
vhase agreement, both duly exeeuted under
the seal of the company. The solivitors in
their letter to us write as follows: “‘The
“*first-mentioned agreement (No. 1) is sub-
ffject to certain subsidiary agreements en-
‘‘tered inte by AMr. Onkden and Ministers
‘“and officials on your side. These ar-
"‘rangements are embodied in ecertain de-
‘‘partmental minutes as follows: (1)
‘¢ Minnte from Minister for Works to En-
‘“ gincer-in-Chief, 17th January, 1919; (2)
““AMinute  from Engineer-in-Chief and
‘*Solicitor Goneral to Attormey General,
*18th January, 1919, The whole arrange-
‘“ment is also conditional on the speeial
‘‘lease of the Lake Clifton in terms of the
ffAct, No. 17 of 1916, Deing cxecuted in
‘“favour of the company. You will there-
‘¢ fore, befors handing the apreeincnt over
‘“to the QGovernment, kindly obtain an
‘facknowledgment from the Government
““that the arrangements and conditiens as
‘‘spt out above are to be regurded as
‘‘forming part of the agreement itseli.
The Minister for Works: How did they

fet my minutes?

Mr. Troy: That js what we want to kuow.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The letter of the
New South Wales solicitors of the rompany
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to Robinson, Jackson
proceeds— .

**The directors of the company are par-

“‘ticularly desirons that there should be

“'no misunderstanding about this matter.

““The agreement itself does not embody

‘“the whole arrangement come to, and the

‘fdepartment miuntes referred to must be

‘‘read as forming part of it.’’

Then Messrs. Robinson, Cox, Jackson and
Wheatley 's communication to the Solicitor
General proceeds—

They further state as follows: ‘‘The
‘“agreement (No. 2} gives the Govern-
““ment power to satisfy the purchase
““money by giving 314 per cent. deben-
““tures at par, anl it was agreed that the
‘‘debentures, if issuwed, shonld be free of
i State income tax. ‘‘Kindly see that the
“fGovernment nceepts this position.?’

Then Robinson, (‘ox, Jackson & Wheatley, ad-
dressing the Solicitor General, go on to say—

We shall be glad if you will make an
earlv appointment to have this matter set-
tled. We propose to hand wou, together
with the documents, two letters addressed
to the Premicr from the general manager,
stating, inter alia, that the documents are
executad on condition that the company
acquires o good title to the Lake Clifton
lease. As you know, unless this lease is
obtained, the agreements made with the
Government fall to the ground, Decause
they would not then have the wherewithal
to start their business.

This letter is not only from the firm of
Robinson, Cox, .Jackson and Wheatley, but
it is in the handwriting of Mr. Robinson
himself.

Mr. Troy:

Hon.
General.

The Minister for Works:
letter aigned?

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is signed hy Rob-
inson, Cox, Jackson and Wheatley, and it is
in the handwriting of Mr. Rohinson.

Mr. Troy: And Mr. Robinson was then
Attorney General.

Hon, P. COLLIER: What does the letter
disclose? It discloses that immediately the
agreement has been signed, the company dis-
cover that there are some other things
agreed upon which are not embodied in the
agreement itself, which are contained in cer-
tain minutes on certain files by the Minister
for so and so. It means that Mr. Robinson,
as Attornev Genernl, extracted from the
files minutes for the use of his firm of so-
leitors aeting for the company,

Mr, McCallum: And sent them to Sydney.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, for the com-
pany. There is no other way of explaining
it. Here is a letter from the Sydney soliei-
tors of the company, written to Robinson, Cox,
Jackson and Wheatley, the Perth solicitors
of the company, and quoting these three
minutes, The minutes eould only have becn

Cox, and Wheatley

Then Attorney General,
P. COLLIER: Yes, then Attorney

By whom is the
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obtained by the Sydney solicitors from their
agents, Robinson, Cox, Jackson and Wheat-
ley. It means, therefore, that Mv. Robinsen,
then Attorney General, took copies of minutes
from the files—

Mr. Troy: Or that somebody else extracted
them, .

Hon. P. COLLIER:—or that somebodly
extracted minetes from the files on his be-
half; anyhow, the minotes were sent to Syd-
ney by his firm. It follows that the min-
utes were extracted  from the files, were
given into the possession of Robinson, Cox,
Jackson and Wheatley, and by them sent to
the company's Sydney solicitors for the pur-
pose of seeuring to the company hetter
teriws  than eould be obtained under the
agreement ag signed.  Now, I contend that
if the then Attorney General thought that
the agreement did not embody all that had
bren agreed upon by Ministers and the com-
pany, he ought to have seen that the rest
was embodied. Why was mnot everything
agreedl upon embodied in the agreement?
Has anybody scen another agreement drawn
in such a fashion as this? Here is appar-
ently an agrcement drawn in solemn legal
form, sealed, signed, and delivered by the
representatives of the Government and those
of the company; and then snbsequently wo
are told, ‘*Oh, this agrecment is mot com-
plete; it is to be read in conjunction with
certain minutes on certain files.”’ Ts that a
legal way of deing things? TIf there was
something embodied in those minutes bear-
ing upon the agrecment, why were not the
minutes ineorporated in the agreement it-
self? Why were not the minutes placed in
the agreement itself?

The Minister for Works: What are the
dates of those minutes, and how do thaose
dates eompare with the date of the agree-
ment ?

Hon. P, COLLIER: The minute from the
Alinister for Works to the Engincer-in-Chief
was written on the 17th January, the day
after Cabinet'’s decision.

The AMinister -for Works: That is right.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The minnte from the
Engineer-in-Chief and the Solicitor General
to the Attorney Gemeral was written on the
18th Januvary. Both minntes were written
subsequent to the decision of Cabinet. Of
course, one of those minntes is by the At-
torney General, and could have bhean written
with T know not what view to subsequent
use, possibly as it has been used in this con-
nection.

The Minister for Works: My minute was
simplyr a precantionary instruction to the
Emgineer-in-Chief, and was never intended—

Hon. P. COLLIER: These two minutes
would have to do with the determining of
the purchase price when the Government
came to take over the railway, The rail-
way was to be taken over at cost of con-
struetion less depreeiation. Now, these two
minntes deal with two other points. One of
them deals with the question as to whether
the company, when selling the railway to the



2498

Government, would be entitled to interest
up to the date the Government took posses-
sion of the railway, or whether the interest
should eease to accumulate when the line
was opened for traffic. That was a point in
dispute.

The Minister for Works: That minute
of mine was a confidential minute from me
to the Engineer-in-Chief, to tell him about
his work,

Hon, P. COLLIER: Yes; and the other
minute refers to the company being allowed
to include in the purchase priee of the rail-
way the price paid for land resumed in com-
nection with it,

Mr. Stubbs: Have you seen those minutes?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes; they are on
the files. Mr, Robinson, acting as solicitor
for the company, is afraid that the agree-
ment as it is drawn will net enable the
company, when the purchase of the railway
by the Government comes to be made, to
include in their purchase price the money
paid for their resumption of land. That is
one point. He is also afraid that the agree-
ment would not enable the company to
claim interest on the capital cost of con-
struction right up to the day the Govern-
ment would take the railway over., TUnder
the agreemeat, intercst is to be at the rate
of 6 per cent,

Members: No; 5% per cent.

Hon, P, COLLTER: XNo; 6 per eeant. on
the money expended in cost of eonstruetion
as the work progressed. TUntil the railway
wag finished, the Government agreed to al-
low, in the purchase priee, 6 per cent. in-
terest on the expenditure, The Government
say this is to be only until the railway is
eompleted, but the eompany contend, ‘N,
we are entitled to 6 per cent. interest right
up to the date the Government take the line
over.’?

Mr. Willeock: And the company base
their elaim on that minute. ?

Hon. P. COLLTER: Yes, on those two min-
utes, Not on the agrecment; there is noth-
ing in the apreement giving the company
that. They base their elaim upon those two
minutes, evidently supplied in order to assist
the company to make good that claim when
the final negotiations are to take place. The
Attorney General of the day extracts, or
eauses to be extracted, minutes from the files,
which minutes he sends to his firm for use,
Iater on, to enable the company to establish
those two points whicrh T have mentioned.

Mr. Troy: Tt is secandalous.

Hon. P, COLLIER: That is the position
which the letter discloses, and the letter is
signed by Mr. Robinson himself.

Mr. Pickering: Are those minutes marked
‘‘confidential’’?

Hen. P. COLLIER: XNo.
files are confidential.

The Minister for Works: Exaetly.

Hon. P, COLLIER: They are oaly to be
knowe to those handling the files.

Mr. Troy: We could not get them in this
Touse, anyhow.

All minutes on
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Hon. P. COLLIER: That is the position
disclosed. T want to get through the corres-
pondence, and make my comments upon it
afterwards, On the 20th January, 1919, Mr.
Oakden writes to the Premier—

Herewith I beg to return agreement duly
executed, and desire to state that copies
of minutes by Minister for Works 17/1/19
to Engineer-in-Chief, also minutes of 18/
1/19 signed by the Attorney General, the
Engineer-in-Chief, and the Solicitor Gen-
eral, kindly supplied for the purpose by
the Minister for Industries, are being at-
tached hereto; and the agreement has been
signed on condition that same are followed
on the purchage money being ascertained.

This is Mr. Oakden writing to the Premier,
aud speaking of these particular minutes as
having been kindly supplied by the Minister
for Industries, supplied for the purpose that
they may form part of the agreement. Thus
we have conclusive evidence of these minutes
having been kindly supplied by the Minister
for Industries to the company, One sees the
dual eapacity in which Mr. Robinson was act-
ing, He is acting as solicitor for the com-
pany, and he is advising the Government as
Attorney General. As Attorney General he
iz bound by oath to serve faithfully and well
the Government. He is legal adviser to his
lay colleagues in the Cabinet.

Mr. Willeock: And to the Crown,

Hon .P. COLLIER: Yes; he is a King's
Counsel, and legal adviser to the Crown, It
is upon the Attorney Gencral that, in Cab-
inet, the other Ministers must depend with
regard to all legal questions, And yet at
this time, when Mr. Robinson Is legal adviser
of the Crown, while he is advising the Cab-
inet on legal questions, he is at the same
time the legal adviser of the company and
advising them, Here we find the Govern-
ment and the company in eonflict immed-
iately the agreement has been signed. There
is a conflict of opinion with regard to cer-
toin parts of the agreement, and the Attor-
ney General is able to aet for the Govern-
ment and advise them against the company,
and at the same time able to act for the com-
pany and advise them against the QGovern-
ment., On the 5th March, 1919, there is a
minute from the Bolicitor General to the
Attorney General, from which 1 quote some
extracts—

I send herewith duplicates of the agree-
ment relating to the purchase of the lime,
and the agreement with the Deputy Com-
missioner of Railways. . . . - The company
therefore maintaing that the interest
ahould continue to the date of the aectual
completion of the purchase.

That is the matter referred to im one of
those minutes signed by the Solicitor General.
At this juneture the Attorney General had a
apasm of virtue, beeause he minuted back to
the Solicitor General—

As my firm is interested, perhaps you
will appreach and advise the Premier dir-
ect.
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He could not touch it, being interested in the
matter,

Hon. T. Walker: After stealing the min-
utes!

Hon. P. COLLIER: Then the Solicitor
General wrote to Robinson, Cox & Co. on the
13th March, as follows—

W.A. Portlanud Cement Coy. and the
Government: The Engineer-in-Chief and
myself approved of paragraphs 5 and 6
of the minute of the Hon. the Minister for
Works, dated the 17th January, 1919, on
the understanding that interest during the
period of construction on borrowed money
would be properly included in the cost of
construction of the works, and there is no
doubt that the Hon. Minister for Works
only referred in his minute to interest
during such period. There must therefore
be no misunderstanding that in fixing the
cost of construction, interest for any per-
iod after the line is opened for traffic will
be inelnded! The provigion in the agree-
ment of the 20th January, 1919, re exer-
vise of the option to purchase, that the
CGovernment will not purchase until the
works have been erected to the satisfaetion
of the Government as a going concern,
thereby securing traffic on the railway, and
the works have been in operation for six
months, would be meaningless if interest
on the purchase money (the eost of con-
structing the line) during that period were
to be payable.

There was the Solieitor General writing to
Robinson, Cox & Co. defending the Govern-
ment interests, and contending that whatever
literal interpretation might be placed wupon
the minute of the Minister for Works, he
scts out what the intention was. We know
well that a Minister in dictating a minute
desires to give a certain decision, but may
not put it in such language or phraseclogy
which, if taken to a court of law, would be
interpreted in the way in which he meant it
to be interpreted. The point is this, that evi-
dently the minute of the Minister is so
worded as to lcave it open to the construction
in a court of law that the company would be
entitled to interest until the day the line was
taken over, and in order to aveid that possi-
bility, the Solicitor General foresecing the
likelihood of the minute keingr read that way
—and there is no doubt it ia capable of that
congtruction, or else Mr. Robinson, as the sol-
icitor for the eompany, would not have ex-
tracted it to make use of it later on—sets
forth what was the intention of the Minister
for Works. The Sclicitor General declares—

There must be no misunderstanding that
in fixing the cost of comstruction interest
for any period after the line is opened for
traffic will not be included.

He says that was not the intention of the
Minister. Then .the solicitors for the com-
pany, Robinsor, Cox & Co., wrote back to
the Solicitor General as follows:—
We are in reeeipt of your letter of \tha
13th inst., whereby you purpoese to set cut
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what the understanding was with rezard

to the minutes attached to the agreement

between the Government and the company.

Mr. Troy: Who were the solicitors? Rob-
inson, Cox & Co.¥

Mr, MeCallum: Yes, and the letters were
signed by Rebinson bimself.

Hon, P. COLLIER: The letter goes on—
We take strong exception to this letter, as
intending to construe the meaning of the
minutes. As we told you on the telephono
the minutes attached speak for themselves,
and we do not agree, nor will we allow that
those minoutes are made on any under-
atanding.

The Minister for Mines: All solieitors in
the city write in the same fashion, and it is
time we were protected against them.

Hon. P, COLLIER: The letter goea on—

The Enginecer-in-Chief, we understand, is

the arbiter in the matter for the purpose

of ascertaining the total cost of construe-
tion, and clearly it is not right or equit-
able that his mind should be directed to
ageertain what understanding there was
when the documents were entered into, If
your lctter was allowed to remain as
being something in explanation of the writ-
ten contract, all we cam say iz that it
would be entirely opposed to the laws of |
evidence, and would be ar attempt to in-
fluence the arbiter*in one direction or the
other.
This letter was eigned by M, Robingon him-
self. At thig time it should be remembered
that Mr. Robinson, as & member of the firm
of solicitors, Robinsen, Cox & Co., was zlso
Ministerial head of the Crown Law Depart-

ment, to which department he was
then writing. He was writing to a
subordinate  officer, Mr. Sayer, and

although Mr. Robinson oc¢upied then tha
position of Attorney General, and was bound
to argue in defence of the rights of the Gov-
ernment and of the State, he was arguing as
a member of the firm of solicitors on be-
balf of the rights of the company. Hag there
ever been ga situation like that in the con-
stitutional history of this country?

Mr. Troy: Or of any other country.

Hon. P. COLLIER: We find the Attorney
General, who is sworn to safeguard the in-
terests of the State, strenuously contending,
as head of a firm of soliciters, with the
Bolicitor General, his subordinate officer, on
s matter which affects the interests of the
State and the interests of his clients.

The Minister for Works: Did the Solicitor
General report that to the Premier?

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not think he did;
at any rate the file Qoes not disclose that he
did so. On the 14th March, 1919, Robinaon,
Cox & Co. wrote to the Solicitor General
again as follows:—

W.A. Portland Cement Company and the

Government: We are in receipt of your

letter of the 13th inst. notifying us that
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the Premier concurs that the minutes at-

tuched to the purchase agreement are to

Le read as portion thercof.

There is the weakness of the Premier. Mr.
Robin-on on behalt of the company asks that
these minutes shonld be read in conjunction
with the agreement. The matter was pat up
to the Premier for his deeision and the Pre-
micr agreed.  The Rolivitor General had to
take it te the Premier, I suppose, tor his
decixivn, aml the Premier ngreed that the
minutes should he read in conjunetion with
the agreement.

My, Troy: The DPremier again turned
down the Solicitor General,

Hon. P. COLLIER: On the 29th June the
compiny wrote to the Premier—this would
be aboni the time when the Premicr assumed
ofice. The transaction was ended then, and
from that date on the Government set ahout
te construet the line, First of all the Gov.
ernment undertook to have the survey swork
dene, and then set ont to build the railway.
The Government e¢arried out the whole of the
work aml the company made progress j.ay-
ments as they went on.  Nothing more of
importanee transpired until the 29th June of
the present year, when the company wrote
this letter to the Premier—

T have the homour to bring before your
attention the apgreement dated the 20th
January, 1919, entered into between the
Gavernment of Western Australia and the
above company in respect of the ultimate
ownership of the railway line laid dewn
hetween Waroona and Lake Clifton, As
the time stipulated in the before mentivned
docuntent is near at hand, I would lLe zlad
it yon would grant the favour of an in-
tervicw to the directors of this compnny,
tor the purpose of discussing any prelimin-
ary arrangements that may be necessary
before this railway live is taken over by
your Government. R. O. Law, Chairman
of T.oeal Directors.

Bome other carrespondence followed, and the
company submitted a elaim for £66,600 as
the cost of construetion, and they declarved
that other accounts were to follow. The Tre-
mier sent that letter along to the Alinister
for Works fo ascertain whether everything
was in order. Nothing was done after that.

The Minister for Works: There was the
Engincer-in-Chief’s eertificate on that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Nothing further was
done by the Premier, no steps were taken to
ecomply with the request of the company to
issne the bonds and to complete the purchase
until the subjeet was mentioned in Parlia-
ment last week in conmeetion with the intro-
duetion of the Loan Estimates.

Mr. Willeock: And we might not have
notieed if if he had not mentioned it.

Ay, R*PEAKER: Order!

The Premier: I took fine care to mention
it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That iy so. T think
I lhave fairly, accurately, nmd impartially
eiven the contents of the file which shows the

[ASSEMBLY.)

whole of the transactions leading up to the
eompletion of the agreement to purchase,
anil what followed subsequently. I want now
to deal with the decision of the Government.
I am assuming that the Leader of the Gov-
ernment agreed to purchase this railway in
the terms of the agreement which was signed,
without reference to Parliament. I do not
know whether T am correct in that assump-
tion or not, | cannot take any other line
then that 7 wust assume that Cabinet knew
what they were doing when they agreed to
the Cahinet minute, as a result of which the
line was purchased without reference to Par-
Jiament. It the Government of the day de-
cilled to purchase that line without the auth-
ority of Parliament, they deserve the censure
of this House, and any members of that
Government who may still be in the present
Government, alio merit not only the censure
of this House, but they deserve to be
turned out of office at once,

The Minister for Works: Hear, hear!

Hon, P. COLLIER: It is nothing short of
a seandal if Ministers exercise an option
sueh as that contained in this particular
agreement without the authority of Parlia-
ment, We know perfectly well that sweh a
clagse is always embodied in similar agree-
ments. It is a saving clause that is always .
e¢mbodiel in such agreements in order that
if at any time developments should take
place, or cirecumstatnees should change, which
would justify the Government of the day
taking over a railway in the interests of the
State or of the community to be served by

that railway, they should have fhe
power to do it. But it was never intended
that the Government should exercise that

option in the manner in which it was exer-
cised. It was, in fact, getting behind the
back of Parliament. The eompany did not
congtruet the railway, The Government con-
gtructed the railway, every portion of it
from beginning to end, and agreed to pur-
chase it when completed, That was just as
much a constrnetion by the Government as
the construction of any railway that has
ever been authorised by Parliament. Tt did
not cost the company one penny. Although
they made progress payments to the Govern-
ment, just see how they made those pay-
ments, They had the agreement which pro-
vided for the purchase of the line by the
Government, and all they had to do was to
lodge that agreement with any bank and get
an aivance on it even up to a million pounds
if it had been worth that, and all they would
have bad to pay would have been the
usual bank rate of interest, I sup-
pose 6 per cent. The agreement was a
guarantee on the part of the Govern-
ment to purchase the line. Tt was the
hest possible security that any hank eould
obtain, S0 we find that the Governmeat
set out to build the railway, and that
they did build it behind the hark of Parlia-
ment. Tt is absurd to say that they were
wunt builling it for the ¢ompany. They were
bunilding it for the company with the signed
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agreement that immediately after it was
completed they were to take it over and pay
to the company the full cost of it. Let me
point out the casual way in which the Gov-
ernment entered into this contract. When
the Government decided they. were going to
purchase the line, surely men supposed to be
possessed of business instinets and . business
knowledge would first of all make inquiries
as to the probable cost of the line. That
might have made all the difference as to
whether the Government were justified in
making the purchase or not.

Member: They had the trusted Engineer-
in-Chief in authority.

Hou. P, COLLIER: It matters not, but
when the Government agreed to purchase the
line, they did not know who was to be in
eharge, At the time they agreed to purchase,
the company were supposed to carry out the
construction of the work. Surely it is only
a natural precauntion one wounld expect any
Government to take to ask the Engineer-in-
Chief for an vstimaie of the cost before de-
ciding to purchase such a railway. A perusal
of the file does not make it appear that any-
one considerad it necessary to make any such
inquiry. Apparently it did not matter what
the cost of the line was to be. Whether it
was to cost £30,000, £40,000, or £100,000, it
mattered not. The Government adopted the
attitude that, whatever the cost, they would
agree to the propostion all the same. The
only estimate apparently before anyone was

that of the company itself.  Although the
' company estimated the cost at £30,000, it
seems likely that the cost will be £70,000,
seeing that the Premier has an.item for
that amount on the Loan Eatimates.

Mr, Underwood: There is some
stock.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not think the
eompany has any rolling stock at all. They
did not have a feather to fly with in the
matter of plani.

The Minister for Works: They asked the
Government to do it

Hon. P. COLLIER: The whole of the work
was done by the Government officers, and the
company did absolutely nothing.

The Premisr: They must have some plant
there now.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The faet remains that
the Government agrced to the purchase of
this line behind the back of Parliament.
They would never have been able to get the
consent of Parliament to the purchase of the
line. Of that, there can be no doubt. That
is shown by the fact that when the Bill was
under discussion in 1916, the present Minis-
ter for Works (Hon. W, J. George) was
speaking in support of the measure when the
Jote Jir. Thomas, who was then member for
Bunbury, interjected: ffFind the money and
build the line!’’ We were then discussing
the right of the Government to give permis-
sion to the company to build the line, and
the Minister Zor Works, in reply to the in-
terjection by NMr. Thomas, said—

rolling
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‘“The Govermment have not the mouney
with which to build the line. Indeed if
the Government brought in a Bill for the
construction of thd line to-morrow the
House would not pass the Bill.’’

Mr, Pickering: Who said that?

Hon. P. COLLIER: The present Minister
for Works, when the Bill was under disens-
sion in 1916. At that time, the ilinister
knew that there was not a member of this
Chamber who would vote for a Bill for the
construetion of this line by the Government.
Although the House was so unanimous in
opposition to the Government building such
o line, and although the Minister for Works
knew there was ho possible chance of Parlia-
mentary approval for any such proposal, he
turns round and builds the line, the econ-
struetion of which he knew the House
would not approve.

The Minister for Works: The trouble
was that there were toe many railways on
the stocks then.

Hon, P. COLLTER: But the Minister
knew that the House would not give him
the authority, and so be went bhehind the
back of Parlizment and built the line,

The Minister for Works: T lid not.

Hon, P, COLLIER: The linister did -
and in doing so, he knew he was doing some-
thing of whieh Parliament would not ap- -
prove. .

The Minister for Agriculture:
a thing never heen done before?

Mr. Trov: XNo, not regarding
this.

Hou. T. Walker: Never. -

Hon. P. COLLIER: T do not think such
a thing was ever dome,

Mr, Troy: Why did they do it?
no good purpose.

Hon, P, COLLIER: The outstanding fact
is that this was done behind the back of
Parliament and without the aunthority of the
members of this Chamber. The Minister for
Works knows that that was so, for he was
associated with the Government who did
this. As the late Attorney Genmeral, M.
Draper, pointed out in his minnte to the
Government, the agreement ‘‘gave them
merely an option to purchase and did not -
reguire them to purchase.’” The late
Attorney General further said:—

Before the issuc of the lease, however,
the Government had agreed with the com-
pany formed by the promoter to purchase
the line. I am quite unable to understand
why this should. have heen done. Obvi-
ously, it was contemplated by Parliament
that after the issue of the lease, the Gov-
ernment should merely have an option to
purchase. Parliamentary sanetion shounld
have been obtained to the subsequent
agreement.

That is the opinion expressed hy the late
Attorney General, who is now a judge of the
Sopreme Court., Thus, Mr., Draper said the
agreement merely gave an option and en-
tailed no necessity to purchase; Parliament-

Ias such

a line like

Tt serves
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ary approval should have been obtained, and
Parliamentary sanction should have been
secured regarding the agreement. I do bpot
think there is one member of this Chamber
who will not agree that before a contraet of
such a nature had been completed, Parlia-
ment should have been consulted and aunthor-
ity obtained for the work. We know that
that was not done. The evidence before hon,
members is that there have been five rail-
ways authorised over a peried of years,
which railways have been held in abeyance
because Governments allegedly have been un-
able to find the money to construnct the line.
First, we have the Esperance-Northward
railway for a distance of G0 wmiles, which
was authorised in 1915, Then there are the
Narambeen-Merredin line of 5314 miles, au-
thorised in 1915; the Busselton-Margaret
River railway of 37% miles, authorised in
1913; the Nyabing-Pingrup line of 213
miles, authorised in 1915, and the Dwarda-
Narrogin Jing of 33 miles, authorised in
1915.

Mr, Johnston: There is not a bob on the
Estimates for the last mentioned line.

Hon. P. COLLIER: These give a total
of 205 miles of railways authorised by Par-
liament, but not yet constructed. Some were
authorised six vyears ago and some eight
years ago. Although the Goveroment have
been unable to find money to eonstruct those
railways, which will serve hundreds of poor,
struggling scttlers in different parts of the
State——

Mr. Latham: Most of the lines are abso-
lutely necessary. :

Hon. P. COLLTER: IMundreds of settlers
have been waiting for these lines, and yet
these railways, which have heen authorised
for upwards of eight years, are not vet con-
structed. Although Governments, year after
year, have stated that they could not find
the money, that the eapital eost would be so
heavy that the railways could not be mada
to pay, and so on, they are able to find
money to purchase the Lake Clifton line.
- They are able to find £70,000, or roughly,
£4300 per mile, for the 15 miles of this
particular railway.

Mr. O’ Loghlen:
451lb. rails, too.

Hon. P. COLLIER: They bought the
tails from a woodline eompany on the gold-
fields. Tt is interesting to observe that for
this section of 15 miles of railwavs the Gov-
ernment provide for a cost of £70,000, but
when it comes to making an agreement con-
cerning 15 miles of railways on the gold-
fields, the Government value the length at
£36,000, that is, excluding earth works and
S0 on.

The Minister for Mines: We will argue
about that later on, but you are not correct.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That only covers
rails and fastenings, while the other covers
earth works, rails and fastenings and other
works aa well.

The Minister for Works: And those rails
were purchased long before at a low price.

They bought second-hand
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Mr. MeceCallum: Those were 60Ib. rails.

Hon. P, COLLIER: These are 451b. rails.
The action of the Govermment was in de-
finnce of a resolution of this House. Some
years ago Parlinment passed a resolution de-
claring that the railways were to be ¢on-
structed in the order in which they were
passed by Parliament.

Hon. T. Walker: In the order of their
auwthorisation.

Hen, P. COLLIER: That is so. The Ls-
perance railway was to be the first to be
constructed and then the other lines were
to be dealt with in aceordance with the order
of their authorisation by Parliament. The
Govermment have flonted the decision of the
House and ignoring that resolution, have set
aside 205 miles of railway, the construetion
of which had been authorised, in order te
proceed with the Lake Clifton linc.

The Minister for Agriculture: This line
will serve every farmer in the State,

Mr, MeCallum: But they are not using it.

Hon. P, COLLIER: As a matter of fact,
althouprh the company contracted to supply
30 tons of lime per week within a specified
time, they have not supplied a hundged-
weight.

Mr, Troy: That is so.

Hon, P. COLLIER: They have not com-
plied with any part of their contract. One
of tha reasons why the lease went through
this Chamber was that, in addition to the
necessity for establishing cement works, mem-
bers realised the necessity for obtaining a
good supply of lime for agricultural pur-
poses, The company undertook to deliver G0
tons of lime per week and they have done
nothing yet.

Mr. MeCallum: They are getting their lime
from Gingin,

Hon. P. COLLIER: Is Parliament to allow
a Government to flout this Chamher and in-
vor such expenditure as that involved im con-
nection with this line, without authority?
We have come to this stage, that Parliament
wight just as well close down and band over
the control of the country to an executive.

Mr. Wilson: Hand the country over to
Robinson & Co.!

Hon. P. COLLIER: We might just as well
do that. As the Inte Attorney (General
pointed out, a Bill is necessary in order to
carry out the agreement. Thus, before the
clogse of the session the Government will
bring forward a Bill to give effect to this
agreement,

The Premier interjected.

Hon. P, COLLIER: The advice of the Sol-
ivitor General disclosed by the file shows that
that is so.

The Premier:
not be,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am only going on
what is on the file. Mr. Sayer says a Bill
will be necessary., The late Attorney Gen-
eral said the same thing, and in his minute
to the Premier, his comment was—

To carry out the agreement of January
20th, 1919, it will be necessary to introduce

He advised me that eonld
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a Bill to obtain the approval of Parlia-
ment, and the transaction iz open to con-
siderable comment.

What kind of a farce is it to come to Parlia-
ment with a Bill asking members to pass the
measure to give the Government power to
carry out an agreement when Parliament, as
a matter of fact, has no power to reject that
agreement, If Parliament were to refuse
to pass the Bill or to vote the mnecessary
money on the Loan Estimates, the State,
throngh the Government, would be landed in
heavy damages for breach of contract and
the amount involved would probably be
greater than the purchase of the railway en-
tails.

Mr. McCallum: Let ‘‘Cocky’’ Robinson
meet the cost.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That would be a good
proposition, However, that ie the position.
Parliament will be asked to pass a Bill to
give effect to this agreement. That is merely
making a rubber stamp of Parliament. Min-
isters decide to construct railways for a com-
pany without authority and then come to
Parlianent and ask for the necessary Bill to
he passed to clinch the agreement and to
purchase the railway. If hon. members stand
for that sort of thing, it is time we dis-
banded Parliament and allowed the country
to be carried on by an cxecutive comprisod
of a few men,

Bitting suspended from 6.15 to ?7.80 pm.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Before tea I was deal-
ing with that aspect of the question which
renders it necessary to get Parliamentary
authority in order to give effect to the agree-
ment; I was pointing out that the late At-
torney General in the Mitehell Government,
now Mr. Justice Draper, expressed the opin-
ion that it would be neeessary for Parliament
to pass a Bill to enable the Government to
give effect to the agreement| Tf that be so—
and T do net presume to question the legal
opinion of Mr, Justice Draper—I repeat that
Parliament will be asked to participate in a
faree; we shall be asked to agree to a Bill
when, in fact, Parliament has mo option to
conceding to the Government any authority
which they may require in order to enable
them to give effect to the agreement. For Par-
liament to do otherwise would be to run the
State into heavy damages for breach of con-
tract. In that respect then, Parliament will
merely aet the part of a rubber stamp, Mr,
Justice Draper points out that the Govern-
ment, in signing the agrecement, altered the
lease in the Statute of 1916. Mr. Justice
Draper says this in his summing up of the
file—

This agreement does not contain all the
conditions annexed tu the transaction.
From foliog 92 and 90 of this file it would
appear that further alterations werc made
in the statutory lease. The cost of con-
struction of the line was altered to imeclude
interest on borrowed capital, and also the
cost of land resumption. From folie 126
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it would appear that the Premier agreed to

this, These alterations were made at the

request of Messrs, Robinson, Cox & Co. I

cannot advise the present Government to

undertake any responsibility in connection

with the matter.
There Mr. Justice Draper makes a serious
charge against the (Government, He states
that they have made alterations in the statu-
tory lease. Whatever power may have been
conceded to them umder the option of pur-
chase in Clause 13 of the agreement, neither
this nor any other Government had any power
except by an amending Bill to vary the
agreement embodied in the Aet. It is a
most serious charge made, not by me, but by
Mz, Justice Draper, the Attorney General in
the Mitehell Government. He says the agree-
ment varies the statutory lease. If that be
80, the Government were guilty of an illegal
act. They had no power to vary the
statutory lease; they could only proceed in
aecordance with the powers conceded to them
in the agreement, eould not proceed in any
direetion which would have the effect of
varying the agreement, Yet we are told by
Mr, Justice Draper that they have altered
the agreement.

Mr. Money: Is that opinion regarding the
interest and the eost of the land given in the -
minutes of the Public Works Department?

Hon, P, COLLIER: It is embodied in the
opinion of Mr. Justice Draper. He refers to
the question of interest on capital aecount.
The Aect lays it down that the Government
may purchase thc said railway at a sum equal
tu the cost of consiruclion, less depreciation
as determined by the actual condition of the
line. It appears to me that Mr. Justice
Draper means that that interpretation does
not cover the question of interest. I do not
know what else he iz referring to.

Mr. Money: Does the contract give the
details in refercnee to that?

Hon. P. COLLIER: XNo.

Mr. Money: It is not in Clause 13 of the
agreement.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Mr. Justice Draper
says that the Government departed from the
statutory agreement. If so, they did some-
thing which they had no power to do.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: They had -to pay
interest on the cost of construction.

Hon. P, COLLIER: It is not embodied in
the agreement. There iz nothing in the
statutery agrcement dealing with it, but the
Government of the day agreed to include in
“‘cost of conatruction’’ interest on the eapi-
tal outlay.

Mr. Money:
in that way. .

Hon. P. COLLTER: That is sa. They
agreed to interpret '‘cost of construction’*
as ineluding interest on eapital expended dur-
ing the construction, and also the cost of
land which it was necessary to resume.

The Minister for Works: That is quite
right.

Hoo. P. COLLIER: 1 do not know what
Mr, Justice Draper had in nind when he said

They agreed to interpret it
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the Government departed from the ztatutory
agreement. Mr. Justice Draper makes that
statement in his summing up of the file,
That is the position in respeet of the puor-
chase of the line. Now I turn to the eother
agreement, known as the No. 2 agreemont, in
which the Government wndertook to do cer-
tain things, to cater into an agresment con-
cerning the rafes to be charged for the ear-
riage of lime over the Covernment railways.
When one examines this it is found to be no
lesy reprehensible than the first agreement.
In this No. 2 agreement, as in the other,
and as in every instance where there was a
conflict of interest betwcen the State and
the company, the company triumphed every
time. 'What do the Government undertake
to do? Although Mr. Short, thenr Commis-
sioner of Railways, agreed to quote a speei-
ally low rate of three-farthings per ton per
mile for the carriage.of lime, he said cm-
vhatically that his offer was seabject to two
cenditions, subject Lo the company provid-
ing lime to the quantity of 30,000 tons, and
pukject to the line being laid with €0-1b.
rails. Without thasa iwo conditions the Com-
migsioner was oppused to any redvction m
freight. He did rot anywhere express bim-
gelf apreeable to a reduction in freight, ex-
cept on those two conditions. As an alterna-
tive he said the line sghould jauction at Pin-
jarea, in which case the light engines run-
ning on the light road, could operate from
Pinjarra to Lake Clifton. XNot any of the
conditions sought to be imposed by the Com-
missioner found its way into the agreement.
The Commissioner was ignored in regard to
the rails, the Government agreeing to allow
the company to build the line of 45-1b. rails,

The Minister for Works: You could not
have got one mile of 60-1b. rails at that time.

Hon. P. COLLTER: If the Govermment
found it expedient to allow the company to
build the line of 45-1b. rails, if 60-1b, rails
were not procurable, the Government should
have followed the advice of the Commis-
sioner of Railways and adhered to the ordin-
ary class ‘‘M’’ rate, under which lime was
usually carried. The specially low rate was
offered by the Commissioner subject to con-
ditions; if those conditions ecould not be ful-
filled, it was up to the Government to see
that they got the ordinary rate of freight.
What happened? The ordinary freight for
the carriage of lime was a little over one
penny per ton per mile, whereas the com-
pany secured the special freight of three-
farthings per ton per mile, or a concession
of one-farthing per ton per mile at that time.
The special rate of three-farthings per ton
per mile guoted by the Commissioner
amounted to 4s. 24. per ton over the journey
from Waroona to Belmont, At the fime that
was agreet upon, the ordinary Class ¢“M*"
freight amounted to 6s. 5. per tom from
Waroona to Belmont; in other words, the
company secured a concession of 23, 3d. per
ton on the rates prevailing, But that is not
all. Tn 1919 the Class ‘M’ rate was in-
ereased from 6s. 5d. per ton to 7s. 3d. per
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ton over the spme distance, and in 1920 it
was further inereased to 8s. 5d. per ton. The
ordinary rate to-day for the earriage of lime
from Waroona to Belmont is 8s. 5d. per ton,
whereas the company has a contract under
which their lime has to be carried that jour-
ney at 4s. 24, per ton for 42 vears,

The Minister for Mines: For the term of
the lease.

Hon. P. COLLTER: What does it amount
to? This shows how utterly neglectful the
Government were of the intercsts of the Btate
in fixing up this agreement, as they were in
every other aspect of their dealings with the
company. The Government would have been
justified in saying to the company, **If yon
are preparcd to guarantee a minimum ton-
nage of 25,000 tons a year with full train
loads, it will be a payable proposition to ns
and we, as the Working Railways Depart-
ment, ean afford to haul it for you at a lower
rate than we charge ordinarily. We can haul
it at #d. a ton, while the ordinary freight
remaing at 1d.’’ If the Government had had
any regard for the interests of the State or
had been possessed of that keen foresight
and business acomen for which they claim
eredit, they should have provided that in the
event of there being any inerease in rates,
there should be a pro rata increase in the
rate charged to the company. The ordinary
person has to pay 8s, 3d. a ton for this dis-
tance. The company get it for 4s. 24. a ton.
Thus the oridinary customer has to pay more
than double. 1f anyone wants to bring lime
frem Waroona te Belmont, he has to pay
4s. 3d. a ton more than the company, The
Government have twice raised the general
rates for the carriage of goods over the sys-
tem Juring the last two years. They in-
creased the rates in 1918 and ogain in 1920,
The explanation given was that, by virtue of
an award of the Arbitration Court which in-
volved the Railway Department in an in-
creased expenditure of £250,000 or £300,000
a year and by reason of the increased costs
all round, the Government found it necessary
to increase fares and frieghts for the whole
of the services rendered to the community.
Neo matter how the financial porition of the
Btate may neecessitate increased railway rates,
this compan¥ is to be immune for a period of
40 yvcars. Did anyone ever hear of such an
apreement as that? Did anyone ever hear of
a Government of business men tying the
country up for nearly half a eentary hy
agreeing to carry produce at a specially low
rate no matter how the rate might have to
be increased to the general community after-
wards. Now let us see what it means to the
State. Assuming that the Government haul
the minimum quantity—and here let me say
that the Government reduced the quantity
stipulated by the Commissioner of Railwaya
from 30,000 tons to £23,000 tons a year—
this is how it works out: The difference be-
tween the rate the company will pay on the
25,000 tons at 4s. 2d. a ton and the rate of
8s. 51.'a ton, which would he charged to
cvervone else, will mean a loss of £6,457
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every year to the Government. This is a
concession in railway freights to the com-
pany as against the existing ordinary rates
charged.

Mr. MeCallum:
mum hatlage only,

Hon. P, COLLIER: Yes. [If, as is as-
swwed, the company haul 80,000 tons—and
from a minute on the file the Minister for
Works estimates 80,000 tons az & possibility
—the loss of course will inerease proportion-
ately. If the tonnage haulal should be
50,000, the loss to the department would be
£12,800 in the year, and so on in proportion.
This agreement js, if anything, more out-
rageous than the other.

The Minister for Works:
agreement !

Hon. P, ("OLLIER: 1t was gigneid by the
same Government and by the same Minister
at the same time. The Solicitor General
drafted the two agreements at the same
time, ” Thex were signed about the same
time antd despateched to Sydney and re-
terned ‘signed anl sealed at the same
time. This agreement commits the country
for a period of 42 years; mno matter
what the cireumstances or the finaneial posi-
tion of the Stafe might be, there is to be no
rise so far as the company are concerned.
Surely it would have been an ordinary busi-
ness arrangement to have said to the com-
pany, *“We are giving you an advantage of
14d. per ton per mile, but shoult there be
any inerease ‘n the ordinary rates at any
time subsequently, your charge will go up
proportionately. We will throughout give you
the berefit of 14d. per ton per mile,’’ That
would have been a business arrangement.
The ‘“‘M*’ rate to-day for that distance is
1t.d. and, under any business arrangement,
the company would pay 1%d. thus presery-
ing to them the benefit of 14d. per ton per
mile. That is all the Commissioner of Rail-
ways intended at the time. That is all he
considered a fair thing, namely the advant-
age of 4. per ton per mile. But the Gor-
ernment failed to provide in the argreement
that, in the event of an inerease in rates,

And that is on the mini-

Who made that

the rate to the company should go np prapor-

tionately, and that the bepefit to the com-
pany should still be one of only 4d. per
ton per mile. Instead of that, we are com-
mitted for 42 years to haul their lime for
3 d. per ton per mile, whereas the ordinary
rate to-day is 134d., or just double. The
company are paying only 50 per cent. of the
ordinary rate, which means, in the aggregate,
a total of £6,457 in the year as a bonus to
the company for a period of 42 years.

Mr. Troy: On the minimum tonnage only.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Quite so. What were
the Government thinking of? What claim
have the Government to be possessed of or-
dinary business methels or instincts when
they tie up the country under any sort
of an agreement for 42 years! What right
had the Government of the day to place the
dead hand on posterity and say that for 42
years the people of this State, through their
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representatives in Parliament, shall have no
say a8 to what freights shall be charged this
company for the carriage of their lime.

The Premier: It was not the Government
of to-day.

Hon. P. COLLTER: T said the Government
of the day. 1 am aware it was not the pre-
sent Government, It was the Government
who entered into the other agreement. This
is a positive outrage on representative gov-
ernment., Tt is nething short of a seandal
for any Government to enter into an agree-
ment with rvegard to freights for 42 yemrs
aheail. The Government ecould have said,
““We will give you o concession of 34d. per
ton per mile to assist you to egtablish the
industry, and this conecssion will obtain for
five years.”” That would have been a very
reasonable period.

Hon. T. Walker: Very liberal.

Hon, P. COLLIER: But to allow the con-
cession to run coneurrently with the term of
the lease is a positive cutrage. No matter
what the people of the conntry mmight desire
during the next 40 years, no matter what one
of the many Governments who will possibly
come and go on the Treasury benches may
desire during that pertod, they will still be
tied by this agreement, and may not alter
or increase the rate in any way.

Mr, Pickering: Does mot that also apply
to the electri¢ light agreement?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, and a mighty
gooil agreement, too.

The Minister for Mines: 1t was approved
by Parliament,

Mr, J, Thomson: Does it not apply to the
meat works, too!

Houn. P. COLLTER: That hon. member has
not taken the trouble to delve into the file;
he i3 content to real a serappy newspapsr
report for his information. No doubt that is
all the trouble he has taken to get lis com-
ments and his criticism; he is content to take
his information froim a newspaper. I shall
have something to say about that later- on.
Thia is the position as it afferts this line:
the agreement failed entirely to protect the
intereats of the State. It has tied us up for
a period of 42 years, which is a positive scan-
dal. It is equally serious as the other agree-
ment to which I have referred. No matter
where the correspondence leads us, no matter
to what part of the file we turn, we find the
desires and wishes of the company being con-
ceded all the time. Is it any wonder that
we are drifting on to the finaneial rocks? 1
would like to know how the people engaged
in developing our primary industries who,
during recent years, have been complaining
of the increased charges levied on them in
the way of railway freights, will view the
gituation when they find that they are prae-
tically bonusing this company on a minimum
output of 25,000 tons to the extent of over
£6,000 a year? XNow how will this work out
as a business proposition? According to the
file, the Minister for Works, drawing on his
experience as a former Commissioner of Rail-
ways and on his knowledge of railway work-
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ing, made a little caleulation. He estimated
a5 o basis for caleulation that the cost of
the line would be £50,000, though he re-
marked that the cost might not reach this
figure. It shows how much trouble the Min-
jster for Works—the Minister c¢harged with
the responsibility of constructing the line;
hia department was responsible for the con-
struction and his engineers had charge of the
work—took in arriving at his estimate, for
it is apparent that he did auot ask any one
of his responsible engineers for an estimate
of the cost of the line. '

The Minister for Works: I think you will
find that the Engineer-in-Chief and I were of
that opinion.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Then T ean only say
that if the Enginecr-in-Chief and the Minis-
ter estimated the cost at £50,000, and it
panned out at £70,000, they are mighty poor
judges of costs. There is no explanation for
any responsible engineer being £20,000 out in
his estimate of the cost of constructing 15
miles of railway. I eould underatand it if
he was out to that extent in estimating a
100-mile scction, or some big job, but to he
£20,000 out in his estimate of a 15-mile see-
tion is utterly absurd. It is evident that the
Government never took the trouble to obtain
an estimate from their engineer.

Mr. Pickering: What ahout the trans-Aus-
tralian railway?

Hon. P. COLLIER: What is the use of
making silly irrelevant interjections? What
has the trans-Anstralian railway to do with
this? Aeccording to the file the Minister for
Works said the sum of £50,000 should be
taken as the factor of caleulation. He added
that the cost might not reach this hut eer-
tainly it would be over £40,000. The Min-
ister was only about 75 per cent. out in his
estimate. The DMinister was aware of the
cenditions under which he would have to
carry out the work. There was no alteration
in conditions at that time. Nothing occurred
to alter the cost. Anyhow, he assumed that
the line would cost £40,000, which, at 5%
per eent. interest, would be £2,200 a year re-
presenting the amount the Government would
be paying annuvally, in addition to which
would be the eost of working the line which
might make the sum £3,000 per annum or
even more. ‘‘And,’’ said the Minister, “‘the
revenue will, roughly speaking, not exceed
££,200 a vear. Tt will thus appear that there
is a possibility of the Government having to
face o loss of so mueh per annum on the con-
cern.’’

The Minister for Works: What date was
that? :

Hon, P. COLLIER: On the 10th January.

Before the Governmment agreed to pur-
chase the line it was well known it
would be a white elephant from the
point of view of the Government. The
Minister said. ‘‘The Government will
have to face a loss,”” and that ox

an estimated cost of £40,000. TIf I take the
Minister’s own figures and ealculate them
not on the basis of £40,000 capital expendi-
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ture, but on the basis of £70,000, which 3
the actual cost, I find that the loss will

amotint to £4,050 per year, No sink-
ing fumd at all was allowed for in
estimating the cost, That is not all. If I

am rightly informed—I am speaking subject
to correction—the line will be practically o
white elephant. I am informed that the com-
pany is now drawing supplies of lime not
from Lake Clifton over the railway, but frem
Gingin over the Midland railway.

The Minister for AMines: They eannot draw
from there long.

Hon, P. COLLIER: I am advised that
they are getting 60 tons a day, and have re-
contly made arrangements to inercase the
amount to 100 tons. Insofar as the company
is drawing lime supplies from the Midland
railway, soe will this Lake Clifton railway
hecome u greater burden upon the State.

The Minister for Mines: 3o will the agree-
ment not apply in regard to the three-farth.
ings a ton.

Hon. P, COLLIER: If the supply does
not reach 25,000 tons. It was estimated that
ahout 80,000 tons would be required. It may
be that the company will draw 25,000 tons
from there, and a considerable proportion of
lime from the Midland line, but I do not
know about that, I understand that the
special dredging lease, a Bill in connection
with which is now before us, seeking to give
to another citizen certain dredging rights on
the river for shell, has behind it the object
of manufacturing cement at these works.

The Premier: No!

Hon. PP, COLLIER: I have been informed
that it is so. No matter how one may look
at this agreement as to freights, we must all
agree that the State has made an absolutely
bad deal, more particularly in the unjusti-
fluble mannper in which the people of this
country have been tied up for the next 42
years. [ now come to the gentleman who
occupied the position of Attorney General
and the part he played in the general trans-
action, I am asorry that Mr. Robinsor has
not a seat in this Chamber now.

. The Minister for Works: 8o am T.

Hen, P, COLLIER: It is not an agreeable
thing to ecriticise a man in his absence. It
iy not our fault that he is not here. It is
owing, T shoutd say, to the foresight, wis-
dom, and good judgment of the clectors of
Canning that he is not here.

The Minister for Mines: They have mended
their waya,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am unable to under-
stand the attitude of a man, occupying as he
did the position of chief legal adviser to the
Crown, and himself 3 K.C. He had sworn
allegiance to the Crown, and to serve the
Crown in his pesition in Cabinet as Attorney
Ceneral and legal adviser to his colleagues.
He had sworn to protect the interests of the
State and the Crown in every possible re-
speet.  And yet we find that whilst acting
as advisera to the Government, his Brm of
solicitors were also acting as advisers to the
company in their negotiationa with the Gov-
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ernment. On mniore than one occasion the
files diselose that there were sharp confiicts
of interest between the Government and the
company with regard to this contract. In
these conflicts Mr. Robinson acted as legal
adviger for the company, and as legal ad-
viser to the Government.  How could a man
gserve two masters?

The Minigter for Mines: I am assored by
Mr, Robinson that the letters from the firm
were not signed by him or sighted by him.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not prepared to
take his assurance.

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
there is any question about it, when you com-
pare the signatures.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That does not affect
my argument one bit.

The Minister for Mines: I do not think
he would deliberately mislead the Govern-
ment.

Hon. P, COLLIER: I am of opinion that
he did. The whole thing is a matter of
opinion. Even if he did not sign the letters,
it matters not. He was one of the members
of the Brm of solicitors who were seting for
the company. Could there be anything more
reprehensible?  Here we have a man in the
position of Attorney General, having access
to the files dealing with the contract, ex-
tracting minutes, and stealing the minutes
of the Minister for Works, As Minister of
the Crown he made copies of minutes to the
Minister for Works and other responsible
officers, for mse by and on behalf of the
eompany, for which his firm were acting as
solicitors.

The Minister for Warks: You cannot hold
me responsible for that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I am not doing so.
The Minister has already enough gins and
"hurdens to bear.

The Minister for Works: I am not respons-
ible for that, anyway.

Hon. P, COLLIER: The Minister must
understand T am not eritieising him, but the

- aetion of the Minister who was responsible.
There i3 no inference that the Minister for
Works gave the minutes to Mr. Robinson.
We thus see a Minister of the Crown taking
possession of minutes to be used in the in-
terests of his clients, sending them to Sydney,
and insisting that the Premier should cause
these minutes to be read as one with the
agreement. The then Premier weakly added
his initials in three leiters written in pink
ink, ‘‘I c¢oncur, H.B.L.*’ He says, ‘I agree
to these minutes being read as part of the
agreement, H.BL.’’

Mr. O’'Loghlen: RLP.!

Hon. P. COLLIER: It is a lamentable
exhibition of weakness. I do not blame the
then Premier so much as I blame the Minis-
ter responsible for it. It was wholly inex-
cusable. In all my reading of constitutional
and parliamentary history, I am not aware
that anything equal to this has yet oecurred
in Australia. I am not aware that any man
has oceupied a dual position such as Mr.
Robinson did, being solicitor for the com-
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pany, and Attorney General at the same-

time. The file shows that he was the
Minister to handle the whole business
from Dbeginning to end. He was the

Minister through whom all the correspond-
ence filtered. He was responsible for draft-
ing the minute to Cabinet dealing with the
purchase, He was the Minister who was
responsible for one of the minutes which
so preatly affected the company, which min-
ute has now to be read in conjunction with
the agreement, and which was written the day
after the decision of Cabinet. Who is
to say that this minute was not written with
the deliberate intention of its being usged
afterwards in the manner in whieh it was
proposed to be used? This was one of his
own minntes written after Cabinet had
agreed to the purchase. A more astounding
proceeding has never yet been heard of in
any Parliament in Australia. Am I to con-
clude that all this has been done by a man
who has never been backward in criticising
the public actions of others, a man who has
even Jectured this House at times as to the
conduct that members ought to pursue?
When Mr, Robinson was speaking upon the
famous Nevanas contract, which seems to be
worrying the member for Claremont——

Mr, J. Thomson: I am not worrying.

Hon. P. COLLIER: At all events the
hon, member referred to it. Mr, Robinson,
as will be secn from ‘‘Hansard,’’ said—

They (the Government) are guilty of
doing things which ordinary individunals
would not do, They have done those things
which lead one to bLelieve that their prin-
¢iples are subversive of good goverument.

Faney that! They have done things whish
ordinary individuals would not do, and which
wonld lead one to believe that their prin-
ciples were subversive of good government!
Has he dene anything in connection with
this eontract which ordinary individuals would
not do? Has he done anything subversive
of the principles of good government? I will
leave it tq members and the country to

judge. I come now to the final stage in this
transaction.

The Minister for Mines: The sting in the
tail,

Hon. P. COLLIER: It relates to the at-
titude of the Premier and the present Gov-
ernment towards it. Up to this time the
present Government had nothing to do with
it. The Premier took office in May, 1919,
The contracts to which I have been refer-
ring were not signed, and the work was not
in progress when he took office.. This con-
tract and this agreement came under his
notice some time after he took office. He
asked his Attorney General to go into the
matter, and to advise him upon it in Janu-
ary, 1980. The Attorney General (nmow Mr.
Justice Draper) put vwp a report to him set-
ting out fully the position of affairs as he
found it after an examination of the file
What should the FPremier have done, and
what did he do? He disapproved of the
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whole transaction, as did the Attorney Gen-
eral. He thonght it was a bad deal for the
country and shonld not have hecn made. Not-
withstanding this, he has sat down for two
vears or so, and durieg all this time has with-
held from the House and the country the full
kuowledge of the contraet having been en-
tered inte. T'nquestionably and undonbtedly,
the duty and responsibility of the Premier,
when he discovered the existepee of this eon-
tract of which he did not approve. were to
have come down to the House and told mem-
bers and the country the whole faets of tho
position,  Why has this matter been held up
seeretly? T do not suggest that the Pre-
mier had any ulterior motive, but for some
reason which T eannot fathom, he did not
diselose the existence of thix contract. He
withheld from the House all knowledge of
it until practically the eleventh hour, until
almost the last day of the session. Onmly
then, when he brought down his Loan Esti-
mates and wanted parliamentary authority
for the payment for the line, did he let the
House and the eountry know what had been
done. Let us recall the attitude of the Pre-
mier and his colleagnes in the past with re-
gard to secret contracts. Whatever may have
been saidt concerning the doings of the La-
bour Government in regard to secret con-
traets, this at least is certain, that the Pre-
mier and his colleagues, when sitting in Op-
position, did mot hesitate night after night,
month after month, and year after year, to
voice their condemmnation, and to strongly
and severely attack the Labour Government
for entering into what they allcged were
secret contracts, Although the Premier was not
responsible for this secret eontract, he kept
the faet that it was in cxistence from the
knowledge of the House and the knowledge
of the country. Tt is interesting to zo hack
to the days of 1913, and to quote from a
speech maide by the Premier on that occasion
in regard to the Wyndham Meat Works and
the contract connected with their erection.
The Premier in those days said, as will bhe
seen from “‘Hansard,’’ page 2310——

And is it not the daty of memhers to
make the punishment fit the erime, the

erime  of sevreey ... .. we acense the
Government of secrecy. Tt is the seerecy
we resent . . ... this contract was 2

seeret contract, and knowledge of it oaly
leaked out through the Press.

Mr, O’Loghlen: Those were the days.

Hon. I", COLLIER: FEvery word of this
applies to the action of the Premier to-day.

The Premier: T d&id not make any con-
tract.

Hon. P. COLLIER:
knowledge of it.
in those days.
business that we are resenting now.
Premier continued:

T can prove there was sevreey which was
connived at. and in faet, delitherately ar-

ranged by the Government . . . . .

No, but he withheld

it was secrecy he resented
It is the secrecy abont thix
The
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T can prove that there was seerery that was
connived at by the Government. T will not
say it waxs deliberately arranged, Tt T can
apply to the Premier to-day the very words
that he applied to the Labour (Government
then.  Although the Premier was not respon-
sible for the contract, he connived ur it. e
has known about it for two vears, hut he
held it a ¢lose seevet, aml he conniveld at
it.  He goes on to sav—-

There wis a vonspiraey of silenee on the

part of the Premier, the Minister for

Lands, and Mr, Thunkerley,
The Premier hie refers to is now his colleague.
A conspiraey of silemee! T apply the same
words fo the Premier now. T say now that
there has been a conspiracy of silence be-
tween the Premier and the Minister for
Works and the Minister for Education and
ather Ministers.

The Minister for Works:
coming honie to roost, eh?

Hon. 1. COLLIER: The Minister for
Works, too, was most vloquent in denouncing
secret contraets.

The Minister for Works: T daresay T waa.

Hon. P. COLLTER: T have no wish to
weary the House; but you, Mr. Speaker, know
perfeetly well that T could occupy the time of
hon. niemibera for the next 24 hours——

Mr. Willeock: Or 24 yoars!

"Hon. P. COLLIER: —in reading extracts
from ‘* Hansard?" reports of specches by the
Premier and the Minister for Works anil the
Minister for Edueation, and other Ministers
now associated with them, condemining the
very thing that they have bheen guilty of in
connection with this contract.  The present
Premier also satd in November of 1915—

T wish to ask if scereey has not become
part of the svstem of this Government? T
wonder how many seeret coutracis exist
that we do not know of!

One sees how suspicious the present Premier
then was, He wanted to know how many
other contracts were hidden away in the arch-
ives of the varions departments. I am not
going to be-so unkind as o say that there
arc other eontraets besides this ene that the
Promier lhus brought to light. I do mnot be-
lieve the Premier has any other secret con-
tracts hilden away., I believe this is the only
one.

Mr. Pickering: The one little ewe lamb!

Hon., W, C. Angwin: It is a full grown
sheep.

Hen, P, COLLIER: The then Premier pro-
ceeded to say to hon. members of that Par-
liament of 1915—

If they vote for the Government, they ap-

prove of seereey and mal-ndministration, I

believe no member here will approve of the

making of secret contracta.

T in turn tell hon. members apposite that iff
they vote for the Government, they will he
approving of secrecy and mal-administration.
That was the text of the then Opposition, X
want to know why the Premier did not in-
form the House of this matter when he first

The elhickens are
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diseom:ered it? Was it out of consideration
for his Minister for Works and his Minister
for Edueation?

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Not the Minister for
Works; the Minister for Edueation. Any-
how, the Minister for Education signed the
agreement without reading it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: ‘Why di® not the Pre-
mier frankly tell the House of this, secing
that he re;,r'irdod the contract, not in a hght
manner, not as bemg unimportant, hut in a
most serious way! Yet the hon. gentleman
covered it up for more than two vears. In
that respect I say the Premicr and his Mlin-
isters are sleserving of eensure. Now I turn
to_the position occupied by the Minister for
Edueation in this matter. The Minister for
Bdl‘l("lthl‘l generally shows himsef pretty ex-
pert in wriggling out of a difficult corner,
and ke i3 not toe serupulous, either, as to
the pelitical taetins he employs in orﬂer to
do 8o. The Minister for Education, when
questioned npon the subject last week, said
that he wanted to set out the facts of the
case, and proceeded to state—

One feature of the case that may be em-
phasised is that the agreement embedied
in the Act of 1914 was made by Mr. W, D,
Johnson as Minister for Lands in the Scad-
dan Government.

That, it seems, is one feature which may be
emphasised. Now, the Minister for Eduea-
tion deliberately attempted to raise a smoke
sereen; he told the people that this agree-
ment was drawn up by Mr, W. D, Johnson;
he says that in erder to try to lead the peo-
ple to believes that he had not heen guilty of
doing anything wrong, but had merely signed
some agreement which was just in pursuance
of, and giving effeet to, some agreement pre-
viously made by Mr. W, D, Johnson. I say
it was unworthy of the Minister for Eduea-
tion to drag in Mr. W, 1. Johnson’s name in
that fashion. It is true that the original
agreement was drawn up by Mr. W. D. John-
gon on behalf of the Labour Government.
That original agreement was approved of by
the Cabinet of whieh the present Minister for
Mines was Premier and I was a member. We
went out of office after the doecument was
drawn up. The agreement was taken up by
our suevessors, the Wilson Government. But
the agrecment is not Mr. W, D. .Johnson’s
agreement; it is the agreement of Parlia-
ment, Tt iz an Aet of Parliament, It does
not belong to Mr. W. D, Johnson at all. It
does not belong to the Government that drew
it. It is an action of Parliament. It is the
product of Parliament. Why did the 3linis-
ter for Education gratnitously drag in the
name of Mr. W. D. Johnson if it were not
to cloud the issue, to eonfuse the public mind
over this matter, to create an impression that
ke, the Minister for Education, had only done
something in pursuance of what Mr. W. D,
Johnson had done? Now let us come fo Mr.
Colebatch’s part of the case. He says, ‘‘1
signed the sgreement becausc it was cndorseld
by the Solicitor General and by the Attorney
General, and 1 consider that is quite suffi-

cient.””> But the Minister for FEducation
signed this agreement without reading it.
This is another onc of the men who helped
to destroy the Labour Government and to
tarn them out of office, and who obtained his
present position by virtue of the alleged fact,
trumpeted forth to the country, that he was
thoroughly well qualified by business train-
ing and commercial acumen to govern the
country!  And vet we have a man as acting
Premier with no more sense of the responsi-
hility of his office, with no more business
acumen or vcommereial knowledge, than fo
sign, without even troubling to read it, an
agreement committing the Government to the
expenditure of £70,000 for the purchase of a
raitway! T conld wnderstand it if this had
beer a very lengthy agreement, Sometimes
a layman regards legal documents as mat-
ters whieh it is not for him to inquire into
when he finds npon them the endorsement of
the Crown Law officers. In suoch circum-
stances he takes it for granted that he is
quite safe in signing them. But here the
agreement consisted of only one -clause,
one paragraph, It would mot have taken
twenty seeconds to read that clause or
paragraph. There might have been an ex-
euse for the Minister for Edueation if this
had been a doeument of great lemngth; but,
I repeat, it was just an agreement containing
one provision; &nd vet this tired Minister is
too inditferent to read the document in the
interests of the State, Now he tries to wrig-
gle out of his responsibility by raising wn-
necessarily, and without any relationship at
all to the contract, the name of Mr, W, D.
Johnson,

The Minister for Mines: Tn any case, when
one reads an agreement, one reads what is in
it, and not what has been left out of it.

Hon. P. COLLIER: But the Minister for
Mines knows this, that the Minister for Edu-
cation claims that the agreement did not em-
bedy the decision of Cabinet. He claims
now that Cabinet agreed to the purchase of
the railway subject to the approval of
Parliament. He was at that Cabinet
meeting of the 16th Tanuary, believing
that Cabinct decided on the purchase of
the railway subjeet to the approval
of Parliament. Yet four days afterwards
he gigned an agreement which, had he read
ir, he must of necessity have realised did
vot stipulate for any approval by Parlia-
inent,

Hon. W. C, Avpgwin: That is only his ex-
clse now.

Mr. MeCallum: The Solicitor General’s
letter drew attention to that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Minister may not
have seen that letter when he had the agree-
ment before him, but at the Cabinet meoting
four days previously, he knew the ecircum-
stances. Svorely it is not too much to ask
that a Minister should take the trouble to

-read & short agreemnt of this kind before

signing it! T do not know where the respon-
sibility lies with regard to that Cabinet. We
find that one member of it, Mr. James Gar-
diner, through the Press has practieally re-
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pudiated responsibility for the agreement.
The inference to be drawn from Mr. Gardin-
er’s letter is that the decision of Cabinet on
that memorable 16th day of January, 1919,
waa that the purchase should be subject to
the approval of Parlinment., The Minister
for Education says so too. He says, ‘1
signed the agreement with the endorsement
of the Attorney General and the Crown Sol-
icitor, believing it was right; and it was only
in June of the present year that I found out
the agreement I signed did not carry ocut the
decision of Cabinet.”’ There is no man in
this country, lawyer or layman, who will say
that that agreement does not ecarry out
literally the decision of Cabinet.

The Minister for Mines: I do not know
you are right there.

Hon. P. COLLIER: T say I am right
Sayer saye that. There is no question about
it, in my opinion. Hawever, that is a matfer
between Ministers. It is a question as to
what they decided at that Cabinet meeting.
I do not know. Nobody knows exeept thoss
who were present. However, only in June of
this year, the Minister for Education says,
did he find out that the agreement did not
carry out the decision of Cabinet. It is a
very belated disecovery, on the part of the
Minister for Education, The Premier says
he knew it more than Lwo years ago.

The Premier: I knew it this time two years
ago.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes; two years ago
the Premier knew it.
Minister for Education did not discover
it until 18 months after the Premier. To
me it is rather surprising that the Premier
did not think the matter of sufficient import-
ance to bring it up in Cabinet. To me it
secns extraordinary that the subject of that
agreement never came up incidentally, or by
way of conversation. Perhaps the Minister
for Works, when he speaks, will tell us the
date on which he first discovered that the
agreemcnt did not carry out the intention
of Cabinet.

The Minister for Works: I will tell you
all T know.

Hon. P. COLLIER: No doubt the Minister
for Works will tell us at what stage of the
proveedings it was he first disecovered that the
agreement did mnot convey the decision, or
the supposed deeision, of Cabinet. The Min-
ister for Education did not find it out for 1§
months. And he attempts to slide out of it
now by putting the responsibility on other
shounlders. I have no more to say. I
consider that had the Opposition net brought
this matter forward for ventilation in a pub-
lic way, we would have bheen neglect-
ing our duty to the people. This party
is net actuated by any political motive in
submitting the motion. We are pot endeav-
onring to play any party politiecal game. We
conceive it to be our duty, when a transaction
of this kind has been discovered, to take the
earliest opportunity of ventilating it in this
House, so that the many matters surrounding
it which are doubtful, may be cleared up, and

But this active, live .
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so that the people of the country, who in th
final analysis will have to bear the burdei
and pay for the blunder, may be placed b
possession of all the facts surrounding th
affair,

The PREMIER (Hon. Bir James Mitchel
—XNortham) {8.29]: Tke Leader of th
Opposition in introducing the motion ex
pressed regret that he would have to inter
iere with the convenience and comfort o
members at this season of the year. I re
gret that also, and so do all of us. But !
have no doubt the hon. gentleman thought i
hia duty to bring forward this motion. H
has quoted very largely from files. I do no
propose to mention the quotations he ha
used, except as regards setting him righ
relatively to two or three of them whic!
seem to me to be rather important. Th
quotations made by the Leader of the Op
position are not always right. I want it t
be quite clear that this Government had ne
thing whatever to do with this contract. I
was made before we ecame into office.

Mr. Troy: Some of yeur Ministers wer
concerned.

Mr. MeCallum: Two of them, at any rate

The PREMIER: The contract had bee
completed without Parliamentary authorit;
—that is the burden of the complaint by th
Leader of the Opposition. Further, he com
plains that these facts have beem withhal
from Parliament for a period. Iwill deal wit
that aspeet and I think the House will the
belicve that there is no cause for complaini
I will traverse some of the essential fact
only, because I did not have anything to d
with this contract and, in the circumstaneces
I will not deal with the file at all. The firs
agreement was made with Mr. W. D, Johnso
when he was a Minister in the Labour Goverr
ment. I do not know why the Leader of th
Opposition objeects to his name being mer
tioned. The agreement was absolutely clea
and it was the schedule to the Bill introduce
by the late Premier (Sir Henry Lefroy).

Hon. P, Coliier: What motive influenea
the Minister for FEducation in introducin
Mr. Johnson’s name?

The PREMIER: There was no motive a
all. That agreement was the schedule to th
Bill which was introduced by the Lefro
Gevernment.

Mr, Corboy: Let the Premier read th
statement of the Minister for Educatio
which appeared in the Press, and he will se
the motive.

The PREMIER: It was contemplated tha
the railway would be bought some time aftc
construetion.

Hon, P, Collier: Of course, it was.

Mr. Corboy: Such a thing is always cor
templated in leases of thaf sort.

The PREMIER: T have already said tha
Parliament ratified that agreement. Thi
Chamber approved of the lease which wa
part of the Aet of 1916 which was intre
dueal by the late Premier, Bir Henry Lefro)
T ask the House if it can be argued that b
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passing that Act, Parliament delegated to
the Government the right to purchase the
line without further reference to Parliament.
1 do not think it did, notwithstanding the re-
marks of the Leader of the Opposition. Even
if it did do that, it has to be admitted that
the agreement to purchase was made before
the line was built, Tt was thought, and I
think the record of Cabinet’s decision bears
out the contention that the Government in-
tended that Parliament should be asked to
ratify the agreement before the line was pur-
chased. However, the option of purchase
under the Act to whiech I have referred, be-
came, under the Lefroy Government, an un-
dertaking to purchase. It is not negessary
for me to defend the actions of the Lefroy
Government, nor am I going to point out
what happened with regard to the making
of that agreement. The present Minister
for Works was 'a member of the Lefroy Gov-
ernment and he will tell the House what
happened. If it be necessary to set up any
defence—I do not think it is—he is qnits
entitled to do so. The present Governmeat
do not accept any responsibility for either of
the agreements to which the Leader of the
Opposition refers. It would be just as right
to make me respomsible for agreements en-
tered into years ago.

Hon. P. Collier: I did not charge the Pre-
mier with responsibility regarding the agree-
ment.

The PREMIER: No, and I do not propose
to aceept any responsibility. The Leader of
the Opposition was generous coough to say
that this Government had nothing to do with
it whatever.

Mr. Troy:
agreement?

The PREMIgR: T do not believe in any
such agreement being made unless it is rati-
fied by Parliament.

Mr. Troy: Of course you do not.

The PREMIER: The Cabinet minute of
the 16th January, 1919, has been very much
discussed, and it is on that aspect I desire
to speak. That Cabinet 'minute elearly
lays down that the purchase of the line must
be subject to the approval of Parliament, in
accordance with paragraph 13 of the author-
ised agreement, and in accordance with the
terms of the letter from the Under Seere-
tary for Lands dated the 31st May, 1918.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Where is that min-
ute? It is not on the file.

The PREMIER: It is on the file,

Hon. W, C. Angwin: It is not.

The PREMIER: I say it is.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You must have (if-
ferent eyes from most of us.

The PREMIER: 1 dertainly may have
better ones.

Mr. Munsie: Perhaps the sgilverfish hkave
been about again.

The PREMIER: There are none so blind
as those who will not see.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: But I want to sce.

The PREEMIER: Cabinet’s decision on the
16th of January was as follows:—

You do not approve of the
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Cabinet is of opinion (1) that the stato-
tory agreement should not be varied. (2)
That the Government agree to purchase on
the terms set out in the letter of the Under
Secretary for Lands of the 31st May,
1918, under the authority of paragraph 13
of the authorised agreement,

If hon. members choose to have regard only
to the reference to the authority under para-
graph 13 of the authorized agreement, and
disregard the reference to the letter of the
Under Secrctary for Lands, then the posi-
tion becomes totally different.

Hon. P. Collier: That final paragraph
eovers it all.

The PREMIER: I contend that hon. mem-
bers cannot leave out the reference to the
letter of the Under Secretary for Lands.
That particular letter reads as follows:—-

In reply to recent correspondence ad-
dressed by you to the Hon. the Premier
with regard to the Lake Clifton agree-
ment, I have the honour by direction to in-
form you that the agreement cannot be
varied without the authority of Parlia-
ment, which will be meeting in about two

- montha’ time. The Government are anxi-
ous to facilitate operations and are willing
to submit an amending Bill to Parliament
providing that you and the Government can
agrec upon amendments, likely to be aec-
ceptable to the House.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is dealing with
the route, not with the purchase.
The PREMIER: Not at all

proceeds:—

With regard to your proposal that your
company should build the line and that the
Government should take it over at cost in
exchange for debentures bearing interest
at 5% per cent,, the Government feel that
this proposal could mot be entertained, wn-
less they had the sassurance that work
wonld be in actual operation, thus pro-
viding traffic for the railway. Conse-
quently, it is suggested that you amend
your offer to provide that the railway to
be brilt by you be taken over by the Gov-
ernment on the terms you suggest affer
the necessary plant and machinery for the
lime and cement works have been actually
established as a going concern, thus secur-
ing traffic for the railways. If this sug-
gestion meets with your approval sleps
can be taken to prepare an agreement fo
form the basis of the amending Bill to be
submitted to Parliament early in the com-
ing session.

Hon. P. Collier:  That is ait clear; but it was
nine months before the agreement was signed.

The Minister for Works: That is what
we meant at the time.

The PREMIER: That is the letter which
is referred to in Cabinef’s decision. Tt does
not matter if the letter was dated 80 years
before. This letter, without doubt, was he-
fore Cabinet when the matter was under dis-
cussion.

The lettor
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AMr, Troy: Why was not that deeision car-
ried ont?

The PREMIER: That is what the Leader.

of the Opposition has been discussing Juricg
the sitting.

Mr. Troy: Well, why was it not ecarried
out?

Hou. P. Collier:
wise, that is why.

The PREMILIER: It cannet be urpued that
Cabinet proposcd other than that the terms
of that letter should be ohserved in the inak-
ing of the agreement.

Mr. Troyv: Ilow did the
place then?

The PREMIER: I am arguing that Cali-
net determined that these cvonditions should
be observed. Tt has been argned by the
Leader of the Oppositien that that has not
been done.

Hon. P. Collier: Cabinet’s decision. does
not carry out the terms of thie letter.

The PREMIER: The decision of Cabinet
sets out that the terms of the letter shall be
in the agreement

Hon. P. Collier: Subject to paragraph 13.

The Minister for Mines: One is for the
authority to purchase, and the other to de-
termine the purchase—avhich is entirely dif-
ferent.

The PREMIER: 1t merely gives the oyp-
tion tu purchase under parageaph 13,

Mr, MeCallum: That was all the Bill in-
tended.

The PREMIER: The option was to he
cxercisetl, subject to the approval of Par-
liament,

Hon. P. Collicr: The Cabinet decigion does
niot say that.

The PREMIER: I suggest that the Leader
of the Opposition should read the minute
again.

Hon. P. Collier: | have read it a thousand
times and it does not say that.

The PREMIER: Of course it does.

Ion. P. Collier: The (‘rown Solicitor, M.
Sayer, is as good a lawyer as the Premier.

The PREMIER: Very much hetter,

Hon, W. €. Angwin: He wants to put it
on to Sayer now,

The PREMIER: T say that no houn. mem-
ber c¢an fail to agree with me that what
Cabinet said in its decigion on 16th Januvary
was that the terms of the letter from the
Under Seeretary for Lands had to he ob-
served, That letter veferred to the guestion
of purehase of the line, although it was
dated eight months Thefore. That letter
formed part of the early negotiations,

Mr. Troy: The matter had been discussed
in Sydney.

The PREMIER: It refers to the sugges-
tion that Cabinet should agree to purchase
this line. That should be perfectly elear to
everyone. How could Cabinet be more ex-
plicit than to say in the minute that the
letter of the Under Seerctary for Lands
should be observed in c¢onneetion with the
agreement.

It was decided other-

alteration tuke
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Mr. Troy: Why was not that letter fol
lowed?

The PREMIER: For the moment I an
seeking to make members realise that the
Cabinet minote did say that the condition
Inisl down in the letter from the Under
Secretury for Lands had to be observed.

Afr. Troy: Were those conditions observed’

The PREMTER: Let us he fair. T am sur
thie Leader of the Opposition misunderstand:
the position.

Hon. P. {'olliecr: Who does?

The PREMIER: The hon. member,

Hon. P, Collier: I do sot misunderstand i

at all. Tt is perfectly elear.

The: PREMIER: I think you misunder
stand if.

Han, 1>. Collier: Yon are reading some

thing inte the Cabinet decision which is no
there, '

The PREMITER: No, T am not.

Han. 1. Collier: T prefer to take the opin
ion of the Solicitor Gencral.

The PREMIER: The hon. member is en
titled to his choice, but T think every othe
hon. member will agree that Cabinet’s de
eision is very clear. 1t is important fha
the House should realise that Cabinet, on th
16th  January, 1919, determined that thi
apreement should be made subject to con
firmation by Parlament. Of course, if i
were not sp——

Hon. . Collier: The late Attorney Gen
eral did net thigk it was so.

The PREMIER: If it were not so, the
every member of the Cabinet of that day ha
tn aceept responsibility for the agreement a
it stands now. Tf that were not so those wh
were  responsible would  inelude Sir Henr,
Lefroy, Mr. Robinson, Mr, Gardiner, Mi
Colehatelt, Mr. George, Mr. Hudson, an
Mr., Willmott. Mr. Baxter was in the Lhas!
ern States at the time, and Mr. Underweo
was in the North and did not attend a Cat
inet meeting subsequently. Tf it were no
as | have soggested, then everyone of thos
Ministers wonld be responsible for the mal
ing of this agrecment,

Hon., P. Colliex: Tf those Ministers sa
thiat was their intention, T am prepared to ac
vept their word, but I say they made a mi:
tuke in the wording of Cabinet’s minute.

The PREMIER: T think the intention o
Cahinet is clearly set out.

Hon. P. Collier: I do not think so.

The PREMIER: T trust hon. members wi
realise that when Cabinet discusses such
matter, the intention of (abinet has alwajy
to be respected. It is true that this agre
ment was signed by the Minister for Educe
tien, and that the agreement did not eontai
the clause making it necessary to refer th
matter to Parliament, The agreement clearl
says that the line will he purchased whe
completed and when certain other thing
were done, These things are perfeetly clea
and there is no escape from that positim
When this agreement came lown for sign:
ture by Mr. Colebatch, it was certified by M
Sayer in these words—
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An agreement us above will be within
the terms of Cahinet minute of 16th Jan-
uary, 1919,
The Attorney General of the day, Mr. Rob-
inson, endorsed the minute ‘I concur.’’ The
agreement was then presented to Mr. Cole-
hateh, and he signed it without reading it,
aceepting the ccrtificates.

Hon, W. (&, Angwin: oes he almit that
he did not read it?

The PREMIER: Yes.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
ashamed of himseif.

The PREMIER: The hon. member himself
has signed many documents withont reading
them,

Hon. W. {. Angwin: Never in my life!

The PREMTIER: The Leader of the Op-
position has said that he would take Mr.
Saver's adviee on a legal matter. I think
he would be wise in doing so. Of comrse, it
is possible that Mr. Bayer read into this
the authority which the hon. member has read
inte it. However, [ do not wish to discuss
Mr. Sayer, although T do wish to make clear
to the House fhat {'abinet did net instruct
that this question nced not go before Parlia-
ment. The Minister for Works probably will
refer to that in his speech. Tt seems very clear
to me, and hon. members have had an oppor-
tunity to read the letters that passed at
the time. The Leader of the Opposition ar-
gued that the letter of the Under Secretary
did not provide for reference to Parliament.
Of course it elearly does. Ministers have
gigned documents on the certificates of their
officers before to-day, T1f Jir. Colebatch had
read the doecunment and seen the omission
made, of course he woulid not have signed.
However, there is nothing strange in accept-
ing the certificate of the law officers, parti-
ularly when the document is approved by the
Attorney General. That seems to me
to be the whole point: mnamely, did
my colleagues believe that Cabinet dir-
eeted that Parliament showld be consulted
and that that provision should be in the
agreement? Of course they did; if it were
otherwise thex might well ho criticised. The
Leader of the Opposition -veferred to the
building of the line by the Publie Works
Department. The Public Works Depart-
ment did not build the line. bat moerely
loaned an engincer and the gear for the
building of the line, However, that has no
bearing on the agreement referred to. Com-
plaint lhas been made also that this was a
method of evading responsibility in resard
to the construction of the Egperance line, Of
econrse it cannot be seriously argued, not even
by the member for IKanowna (Hor. T.
Walker) that the building of this line in
any way affected the construction of the
Esperance railway. However, the hon. mem-
ber drags in this Fsperance line at every pos-
gible opportunity.

Hon. P. Collier: I quoted, not the Tisper-
ance railway, bat 200 miles of various lines
which have been awaiting constructinn for

He ought to be
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eight years, notwithstanding which you could
find the money for this partieular linc,

The PREMIER: There is in that resolu-
tion passed by Parliament provision that the
Esperance line must be started before any
other line.

Ton. T. Walker: XNo; the resolution sass
that the construction of the several lines
shall be according to the order of their aun-
thorisation,

The PREMIER: The question of the
building of the Esperanece line has been dis-
cussed from Dan to Beersheba, However, it
is immaterial to this issue, and I do not in-
tend to further diseuss it.

Hon. P, Coller: It is of no importance, it
you wait for seven years.

The PREMIER: I did not say it wans ot
ne importanee, but I say the building of thig
line dil not interfore with the construction
of other lines,

Hon. T. Walker: Rails which might have
been available for other lines were used in
this line. .

The Minister for Works:
bonght their own rails.

Hon, T. Walker: On your security!

The PREMIER: I am not arguing that

The. company

* this line ought to have Deen constructed or

purchased by the Government, but I say it
did not interfere with the econstruetion of
other lines,

Hon, . Collier:
ing to justify it, “

The PREMIER: If it could be contended
that the huilding of this linc delayed the
vonstruction of other lines, there would be
something in it; but that eannot be sub-
stantiated. [ shonld just like to clear that
n

You are unwise in try-

Mr. O TLoghien:
now.

The PREMIER:
helieve it is,
otherwise.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You are just blundering
along, trying to defend 2n indefensible ae-
tion,

The PREMIER: Let me refer to my con-
neetion with this matter. T assumed office
as Premier in May of 1919. I knew nothing

It i3 as clear as mud

To the hon. member, 1
No one would expect it to he

" of the purchase agreement until towards the

end of December, T believe I did not hear
of it until after the railway was completed.
T think Mr, Law asked me to make a trip
to Waroona. However, that trip was nob
possible. T immediately asked the Attornev .
General to go fully into the matter,  He did
s0. His minute of January, 1920, sets out
the facts, At that time Mr, Robinson had
ceased to be a member of the Government.

Hon. W. (. Angwin: T suppose you wonld
say he took all the sins of the Government
with him.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Qp-
position asks the House to withdraw its
confidence in me because I did not =oomer
inform Parliament. Tf the Leadov of the Op-
position had succeeded Sir Hemry Lefroy, he
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would be doing just what I am doing to-
night.

Hon. P. Collier: Two years belated!

The PREMIER: XNot two years belated.
The. hon. member would be doing what I
am doing to-night,

Hon. P. Collier: You are not justified in
saying what I would be doing. You are
justified only in defending your own action.

The PREMIER: You could not have taken
any other action,

Hon. P. Collier: Than to hold it back for
two years? What nonsense!

The PREMIER: The agreement was made
and the line constructed when I first heard
of it, Nothing has happened sinee. I have
never been asked to take any action in con-
nection with the line.

Hon. P. Collier: There has been a gen-
eral election since, The public should have
been told of it. It might have altered their
views.

The PREMIER: How could it have al-
tered public opinion in respeet of me and
my colleagues? I had nothing to do with
the making of the agreement.

Hon. P. Collier: There are more than you
concerned in it

Mr. Willeoek: The wonderful simplicity of
hon. members, to allow themselves to be
taken down in order that they might secure
a fresh lease of office!

The PREMIER: What c¢oiild have been
gained? To-day Parliament ean do all that
it might have done two years ago; nothing
has since happened. - When I found that this
agreement had been made, I informed Cab-
inet and, with the full concurrence of the
Minister for Works and of the Minister for
Education, we decided that Parlinment must
be consulted before payment for the line
could be made. Nothing has happened dur-
ing those two years., A few months ago a
demand was made for the payment of the
money, and at the first opportunity I brought
down on the Loan Estimates an amount for
this purehase by the Lefroy Government,
which T wag careful to explain to the House.
The House can now deal with it. There was
nothing possible two years age which is not
possible to-day. The position has not al-
tered in the plightest; the power of Parlia-
ment has not weakened, nor has the power
of the people. I might have told about it
before; there was mno reason on earth why
I should not have made the thing publie; al-
though I do not know how I could have done
it, except perhaps by bringing down the
-papers and laying them on the Table.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You should have told
us two ycars ago when we had the Attorney
General in the House. -

The PREMIER: Anything that could
have heen done two years ago ean be done
now. The delay has not impaired the power
of Parlinment to deal with this matter as it
pleases.

Mr. Johnston: But the apgreement has.

The PREMIER: That was made before
my time. Nothing T have done has altered
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the situation in the slighest degree.  The
line has been purchased, but before it car
be paid for Parliament must agree. I under
stand the legal position is as stated by the
Leader of the Opposition, namely, that we
are compelled to buy that line.

Hon. P. Collier: Have you any doubt aboul
it?

The PREMIER: Nonve at all. Had I had
any doubt, the amount would never have ap
peared on the Loan Estimates, The com
pany tlaims that it has fulfilled its part, and
it requires us to fulfill ours. We are bound
by the agreement, and obliged to pay. The
company has done good work in this State
T4 has spent about a quarter of a million on
its works at Burswood, and is there turning
out good cement. Neo one questions the
value of the industry to the State. I do not
propose to defend any act of the last Cab
inet, or of the Cabinet before, or even of it:
predecessor, but I do say that if any membe:
of the last Cabinet feels aggrieved, he can
have a Royal Commission to inquire into the
matter.

Mr. MeCallum: Soft soap now.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Who is the Premier
of the State—the writer of the leading ar
ticle in the ‘' West Auastralian,’’ or you?

The PREMIEFR: The writer of the leading
article has nothing to do with my statements
here, If any member of the Lefroy Govern:
ment feels aggrieved, nobody will deny him
the right to an inquiry which he desires. 1
do not know whether the member for Kan
owna prefers that any ex-Minister who de
sirea it should come to the bar of the House
and be heard. It does not seem to me thai
that would be a satisfactory way of dealing
with the matter. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion has made a serious attack on the late
Attorney General, who cannot come here f¢
reply. However, if he wishes it I should say
he ought to be given an opportunity to ap:
pear before a Royal Commission. I have gaid
all T wish to say with regard to this matter.
It has been necessary for me to come to Par-
liament to ask for the money to complete the
purchase of this line, I have done that, and
T have done all that any other man in my
position could do or would have done, If
Parliament desires to do away with the line,

- Parliament ean do that now. The line is stil!

in the hands of the company. They have
been working the line, so far as it has been
worked, since its comstruction in 1919, Last
year 1 understand they hauled about 18,000
tons of lime over the railway. Something
was said about a elaim for interest. I do not
se¢ how they can claim, and I do not intend
to acknowledge that they have any right to
elaim interest on the railway they have been
uging. It would be a strange thing if they
could have the use of the line and charge for
interest on the cost of it at the same time.
If the Leader of the Opposition thinky that
delay in advising Parliament has weakened
the position at all, I assure bhim that he is
very much mistaken, I am not conseious of
having done other than right in this matter.
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I believe my duty -was, when the money was
requested, to eome to this House and ask the
House to vote it. As a matter of fact, we
do not now kpow what the exact amount will
be, and two years ago the position certainly
would not have been clearer. The company
have this agreement and they had it before
I took office, They still have the railway;
it is in their possession. Before it could be
taken over, I had to come to the House and
ask if the House was willing that it be taken
over. 'What more could I dot

Hon. P. Collier: You could not have done
less. You had to come to Parliament and
you waited until the last hour.

The PREMIER: I eame to Parliament as
soon as & claim was made for payment.

Hon., P. Collier: No, you put it off until
the last moment.

The PREMIER: Could I bave come be-
fore? ;

Hon. P, Collier: Yes.

The PREMIER: Certainly I could have
come here and said that I had been looking
through the files and had found that this
agreement had been made. But was such a
thing ever done beforet I am perfectly cer-
tain that if the Leader of the Opposttion
had sueceeded Sir Henry Lefroy as Premier,
he would have been here to-night asking for
this vote, just as I am asking for it, and
for the reason which I have already .stated,
that the line ig still' in the hands of the com-
pany. The eompany have paid for the line,
and now and only mow are they asking the
Government to pay for it.

Mr. Johnston: I think the Leader of the
Opposition would have told us something
about it when the last elections were on.

The PREMIER: I do not know that he
would have done so.

Hon. P. Collier: That is why it was with-
held—so that the public would know nothing
about it.

The PREMIER: Ng, it was not.

Hon. P. Collier:
ing that it was.

The PREMIER: The Leader of the Op-
position is not justified in assoming that.

Hon. P. Collier: There is no other reason-
able assumption.

The PREMIER: These files have been
scattered around the departments.

Hon, P. Collier: It is marvellous how it
lcaked out.

The PREMIER: It did leak out.

Mr. Corboy: Tt was known a fortnight
agFo.

The PREMIER: Nothing wes concealed
by the department. These files were open
to the public,

Mr. Collier: They must be very sleepy
pressmen these days. They would have had
it out a bit sooner when we were in office.

The PREMIER: I maintain that, in com-
ing to the House now, I have eome just as
soon as I was entitled to do so.

Hon. T. WALKER (Kanowna) [9.5]: T
think we might all say at onee that so far as

I am justified in assum-
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the initiation and eonduct of negotiations in
eonneetion with this objectionable agree-
ment are eoncerned, the Premier had nothing
whatsoever to do with it. That might be
granted, and willingly granted, but does that
altogether answer the charge that has been
laid against him and his Government in the
motion of the Leader of the Opposition that
he has kept most damaging facts in the his-
tory of the administration of the State from
Parliament?

The Premier:
to Parliament,

Hon. T. WALKER: T am sorry to bave to
peint out that this is on a par with a good
deal of the special pleading and manufae-
tured minutes of the ex-Attorney Gencral,
Mr. Robinson, appartently conforming to a
necessity, a duty and an obligation. But is it
a conformationt Is it really in accordance
with the views which have been quoted and
which the Premier expressed in this House
when the Nevanas eontract was being de-
bated? He said—

Is it not the duty of members to make
the punishment fit the crime?

What crime?

The Premier: Yes, what crime?

Hon. T, WALKER: The crime of secrecy.
Theee were the words of the present Premier
on that oceasion, .

The Minister for Mines: They put us on
the chopping block. .

Hon, T. WALKER: There was no secrecy
about it.

The Minister for Mines: But we were like
Jonah, we came out all right.

Hon, T. WALKER: We came out alk
right—out of office—on such accusations ns
this,

Mr. Underwood:
g ever since.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: No, we have not.

Hon. T. WALKER: The present Premier
on that oceasion said—

It is the secrecy we resent. This con-
iract was a secret contract, and knowledge
of it lenked out only through the Press.
The Premier: 1 never made any contract.
Hon. T. WALKER: But the Pramier is an

accessory after the fact so far as the seerecy
is concerned. He has helped to keep this
matter a secret.

The Premier: 1 have mnot.

Hon. T. WALKER: Where is the sense of
respensibility of the Premier when he can
keep in his mind a knowledge of this terrible
outrage upon administration and have no idea
of the necessity of laying the papers hefore
Parliament and taking the House into his
confidence the moment he discovered it? What
sense of responsibility had he? Hse says ‘I
have now come {déwn with it to the House.’’
When? Only to agk the House to foot the
bill. That is the only way in which the mat-
ter has come before us. It would have heen
discussed on the Loan Estimates in the usual
way, in the small hours of the night, if the
Leader of the Opposition had not taken this
COUTEe.

I have not; I brought them

And you have been wail-
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The Premier: No, it wonld not.

Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly, it
would have been. The item appears in the
Loan Estimates, and there alone, and this is
the way the Premier complies with his duty
of taking the House into his confidence,

The Premier: But 1 told the House about
it.
Hon. T. WALRKER: Yes, after all these
menths. The House was not told anything
about it until the Loan FEstimates were
brought down, that is, two years after his
discovery of this enormity—it cannot be
called by any other name, Two years after-
wards, when he is obliged to tell the House,
hie does se.

The Premier: I had nothing to hide.

Hon. T. WALKER: Then why hide it?
The Premier, in the course of his speech, hus
ghown that at least one member of the Cabi-
net committed what, if it had been done by
an ordinary eivil servant, would be an abso-
lutely criminal offence provided for in the
code.

The Premier: What is that?

Hon. T. WALKER: The section reads—

Apy person who, being employed in the
public service, publishes or communicates
any faet which comes to his knowledge by
virtue of his office and which it is his
duty to keep secret, or any document
which “ comes to his possession by virtue
of his office and which it is his duty to
keep secrct, except to some person to whom
be is Bound to publish or communieate it,
is guilty of a misdemeanonr and is liable
to imprisonment for two years.

Tf we are to trust the file, if we are to trust
what appears there in written doecumenta
over the signatures of officers and Ministers,
there have been files extracted and eommuni-
cated to persons who had no right to them
without the knowledge of the Minister in
whose departnients those files were kept. Ts
not that so? And this te benefit a company
who employed the Attorney General as the
goliviting firm for the company. If that had
heen dune hy any ordinary public servant,
it would have been a eriminal offence.

The Minister for Works: What would the
Barristers? Board think of it?

Hon. T. WALKER: I do not think they
would toierate that kind of moral conduet.
Apain, the Act says— :

Any person who being employed in the
public service, or being the holder of any
public office and belng charged with the
performance of any duty by virfue of such
employment or office, not being a duty
touching the administration of justive, cor-
ruptly asks, receives, or obtains, or agrees
or attempts to receive or obtain any pro-
perty or henefit of any kind for himself
or any other person on aceount of any-
thing already done or omitted to be done,
or to be afterwards done or omitted to be
dene by him in the discharge of the
duties of his office; or corruptly givey,
vonfers, or ]procures, oOr promises or
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offers ta give or confer or to pro-
cure or attempt to procure, to, upon,
or for uny person employed in the public
service, or being the holder of any public
office or to, upon, or for any other person,
any property or bemefit of any kind on
avcount of any such aet or omission on
the part of the person se emplaved or hold-
ing such office is guilty of a crime, and is
liable to imprisonment with hard labour
for seven ycars and to be fined at the dis-
., cretion of the court.

Mr. Marshall: We wil)l conviet him; hard
work woull de him good.

Hon. T. WALKER: That is what would
happen to a public servant,

Mr. Corboy: 'Is not a Minister a public
servant!

Hon, T. WALKER: Techniecaily, no.

Hon. P. Collier: He holds a more import-
ant office.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, a more respon-
sible office, for he has taken the oath of
allegionce faithfully to serve the State,” That
is hia position, one much higher than the
civil servant. Therefore we expeet a stricter
¢ode of moral honour.

T™i¢ Premier: Is it.a eriminal offence for
a eivil gervant to give information?

Hon. T. WALKER: It is, to communicate
documents to those who have no right to
receives them, and anyone whe uses his office
to benefit himself or his friends or any other
person whatsoever is guilty of a erime. I sub-
mit that if we are to trust the speech of
the Premier, by inference, one member of a
past {iovernment has been guilty of that.
He bhas utilised his office in the interests of
the cowpany. He advised and instrueted
them how to go about things so as to secure
all they have se-ured under the best possible
agreement.

Mr, Teesdale: You will have him a part-
ner in the deal next if you go on.

Hon. T. WALKER: 1 do nnot know to
what the hon. member refers, or what ho
means. {oam not too sure there is not some-

thing in that.

Mr. Troy: Tt was your suggestion.

Hon, T, WALKER: I do not want to make
assertions that I am not too sure about.

AMr. Pickering: They are made under priv-
ilegre.

Hon. T. WALKER: He has some interest
in fibrolite 6r in the manufacture of cement
for house buildings, or some patent rights
in connertion with that. ITe las other in-
terests conneeted with this industry, It may
be this has some bearing on the interjection
of the hon, member. I am only looking st it
now as put forth by the Premier himself.
Mr. Robinson actoally suggests to a eompany
sevking henefits that it shall make its repre-
sentations in a certain way. He sngpests
Low the company shall go about it. Although
he iy Attorney General for the State he sug-
gests to the company the best wav in whirh
it ran secure the advantages it requires.

Mr, Angelo: A royal councillor.
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Hon, T. WALKER: Undoubtedly he was
advising the eompany as against the Govern-
ment. I remember well, when I was in the
Parliament of New South Wales, when the
late Sir Edmuond Barton, then Mr. Barton,
and Mr, O’Connor, two important Ministers,
were accused by the late Hon. John Want
with having accepted a brief from the Mae-
Sherry Railway Construction Company. The
Hon. Johu Want drew the attention of the
Housc to this faet and moved the adjourn-
ment of the House, The motion was carried
against the Government of Sir Henry Parkes,
and Mr, Barton had to resign and the other
holder of the brief had to do likewise, and
the Government were defeated over so simple
a matter as that, so keen was the seuse of
honour in those days. This is not a parallel
ease; it is infinitely worse. If we are to
trust the Premier, and we must secing that
he has given us the correct version so far,
there was in the mind of Cabinet all the way
through, the reselve to refer, and & sense of
the wneccessity for referring, any agreement
to the endorsement of Parliament. This had
to be done by means of a Bill. That was
over and over again set forth. How was this
averted! Why did this not comne to fruition!?
How is it we have not got the Bill? The
. reason is that the legal officer in the Govern-
ment put up a minute to Cabinet constituting
an agreement, which absolutely belied and an-
nulled all the understanding of Cabinet. It
was absolute treachery and dishonour, That is
revealed by the Premier's speeeh to-night.
But no action is taken when the offence is
discovered. An election has taken plaee
sinee, but nothing whatever iz said. Conld
there be anything more enormons; anything
more scandalous?

Mr. Underwood: Dreadfull

Hon. T. WALKER: Is it not?

Mr. Underwood: True.

Hon. T. WALKER: Even the hon. member
must admit it.

Mr. Underwood: Why pick me?

Hon, T. WALKER: Is this House to be
kept in ignoranee of an offence so egregious
as this? C'an interest be rtmning on and ac-
cumulating in this manner without the House
knowing anything about it until mow? Is
that good government? Ts this the policy of
the present Government? Twe years have
passed and we have known nothing about
this.

The Premier: There is no interest running
‘on. You do know all ahout it.

Hon. P. ('ollier: That is a matter for arbi-
tration.

Hon. T..WALEKER: We kuow all about it
now, If we had not to pay the piper now,
if it had been five years hence, for five years
we should have been kept in igmorance.

Hon. P. Collier: That iz a fair assumption.

Hon. T. WALKER: It only comes up now
when we are obliged to pay. I am not going
over the ground already gone over by the
Leader of the Opposition showing how much
we have to pay which we might have avoided,
and how callous the Government have been.
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The Premier: Not a penny will you have to
pay that you could have avoided paying.

Hopn. T. WALKER: Why?

The Premier: Becanse you have to pay.

Hon. P. Coliier: The question of interest
up te date is still in abeyance.

The Premier; No.

Hon, T. WALKER: Tt is still a question.

Hon. P. Collier: The file says so.

Hon. T. WALKER: Perhaps the Govern-
ment will yield as the previous Government
rielded.

The Promier: Your Government yielded.

Hon. P, Collier: Aud you took our Pre-
mier into your Government.

My, SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. T. WALKER: Everything that the
company has asked for has been granted up
to now, Iow comes it that the Cabinet, be-
ing so resolved to submit a Bill to Parlia-
ment, did not see to it that the agreement
contained a reference to this Bill? No men-
tion is made of it. No public attention is
drawn to it.  There is no ceheck upon it.
What kind of Government is this? The peo-
ple who signed this agreement are in office -
now, The Minister for Education who signed
that document, it is now said, withont read-
ing it, only a few davs before had his atten-
tion drawn to tlie tact that provisiou should
be made for submmitting this to Parliament.
In the one short clause there is no allusion
to it, and yet he signs it. Here is a remark-
alle thing: On the 13th Jabuary, 1919, Mr,
Baver wrote to the Atterney General, Mr.
Rohinson— :

Mr. Oakden, the general mannger of the
eompany, has stated it the completion of
the purchase is subject to Parliamentary ap-
proval so that any element of doubt remains
ag to whether the line would in fact be
‘purchased by the Government, his ¢ompany
would be unwilling to proceed any further
with the business, as it is a sine qua non
that -the compauny shounld not assume the
permanent responsibility of comstructing,
owning and werking the railway. The
within draft loes not contain any proviso
that the purchase 5 subjection to the ap-
propriation 5f funds by Parliament.

On the same day he sent a minufe to Mr.
Hampton as follows—

I draw attention to the fact that the
proposeld agrecment in  exercise of the
option did not contain any proviso that it
would be suhjeet to the approval of Par-
lianment or te the appropriation of funds
by Parliament, but Cabinet decided to pur-
chase under the authority of paragraph 13
of the authorised agreement.

That is to say, without any provision for
submitting the matter to Parliament.

The Minister for Works: We did not un-
derstand that.

Hop. T. WALKER: Mr, Sayer did bis
best to make it kmown.

The Minister for Works: We did not have
that letter.
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Hen. T. WALKER: Why not? The Min-
ister had an Attorney Gencral whose duty it
was to make it known.

The Minister for Works: I never saw that
letter unti! I saw it on the file last week,

Hon, T. WALKER: It is extraordinary.

The Minister for Works: That may be.

Hon. T. WALKER: What were the Gov-
cermment doing to allow an officer to override
them in this way? All the time that this
contraet was in procesa of negotiation every
communication from the applicant company
went through the Minister for Industrics.

The Minister for Works: Egactly.

Hon. T. WALKER: Whether it was a
matter of railway constreetion or not——

The Minister for Works: Not all

Hon. T. WALKER: The correspondence
went through him., He was the factotum,
He was the one who communicated every-
thing to other Ministers. He was made the
agent of the company.

The Minister for Works: He was Attor-
ney General, and therefore our legal adviser.

Hon. T. WALKER: But he was advising
the Government not upon law, but upon rail-
way constroction,

The Minister for Works: No.

Hon. T. WALEKER: And upon railway
freight

The Minister for Worka:
ter for Industries.

Hon. T. WALKER: And upon rails.
law had nothing fo do with freights.

The Mirpister for Works: Oh yes, it had.

Hon. T. WALEKER: He was adviging
upon the ordinary details of the department.

The Minister for Works: He was not
doing anything of the kind.

Hon. T. WALKER: Undoubtedly he was.
The files have been read to-night.

The Minister for Works: You do not um-
derstand.

Mr. SPEAEER: Order! The Minister
ean nddress himself to the subjeet later on.

Hon. T. WALKER: He received requests
as to the rails to be used, and as to the route
to be taken, and as to all the functions in
conncction with the construction of the rail-
way. He waa made the recipient of any sug-
gestion or any request that was afterwards
eommunicated sccond hand to the Minister
for Works., All this was known, and yet I
find no protest from any Minister, either from
the Minister for Edueation or the Minister
for Works, against the course that thinga
were taking. There is nothing on the dile to
show ihat any cbjection is taken to Mr. Rob-
inson acting in this way, running the whole
concern, being not only adviser to the Crown
but the administrator so to speak of the de-
partments of other Ministers, all the time
being o member of the firm of solicitors that
were trying to get all the bargains they could
for themselves.

The Minister for Works:
know that?

Hon. T. WALKER:
know,

Ho was Minis-

The

How were we to

Surely the Minister
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Hon. P, Collier: You saw the papers on
the file, the letters from his firm.

Hon. T. WALKER: Surely the Minister
came neross these letters from the firm of
Robinson & Cox.

The Minister for Works: After the agree-
ment was made, yes, but not before.

Hon. T. WALEER: Surely there were
some parta of the file which must have been
seen before.

The Minister for Works:
you.

Hon, T, WALKER: I do not know
whether the Minister was in Cabinet when
the decision was made £o complete the con-
tract to purchase.

The Minister for Works:
January, yes.

Hon. T. WALKER: If so, he surely knew
of the minute saying there was no necessity
for taking the matter to Parliament. The
minutes recorded show that an agreement
was made with the company, and that there
should be wo submission to Parliament.

The Minister for Works: Nothing of the
sort.

Hon. T, WALEER:; Then they had not
read the file properly, because repeatedly at-
tention is drawn to the fact that provision
is not made for taking this matter to Parlia-
ment. The Minister should have known that
it had been stated thdt the course of sub-
mitting this matter to Parliament would be
considered most objectionable,

The Minister for Works: I will show you
when 1 come to speak.

Hou. T. WALEKER: The minute, too,
shows that the company objeected to the
variation of the contract; and it is a varia-
tion as we have mow got it.  That much-
quoted Section 13 is merely an optional see-
tion included in all private Aects of this
character; wherever a railway is privately
construeted, the Crown reserves the right to
step in and take the line over, if that eourse
is found necessary. And this is no more
than that. The contract, however, goes
further. It not ounly buys this rail-
way ahead --buys the railway in advance—
lLut it construects the railway itself, so to
speak. The officers of the Crown, the pub-
liv servants of the land, are put into move-
ment to make this railway. Civil servants
are employed to do the work. To all intents
and purposes, this was a public railway be-
fore ever it was started. All the Government
machinery for railway construction was to be
put at the service of the company.

The Minister for Works: And the com-
pany pail for that.

Hon. P. Collier: No.

Hon. T. WALKER: This shows the farce
of the thing. *‘The eompany paid for it.??
Let me show how they paid for it.  What
wag done was that the company, having the
vontraet in hand, borrowed the necessary
money. Tnstead of the State borrowing the
maney, the company borrowed the money,
thus practically paying for the work ag it
went along. Then, baving paid for the rail-

I cannot tell

On the 16th
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way with the borrowed money, the company
come to the Government and say, ‘‘Now pay
us back all the money you have borrowed
and leave us the railway.’’

Hon, P. Collier: The company want pay-
ing for it at the rate of 6 per cent. per an-
nnm interest.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes; and not only vp
te the date of completion, but right up to
the date of the scttlement of the purchase.
That is what they are asking for—whether
they get it or not. They even put amongst
their expenses a charge for dircctors’ tees.

Hon. P, Collier: Yes, and a bonus to the
engineer.

Hon. T. WALKER: Yes, and a bonus to
Mr. Anketell.

Mr. Underwoad: That was not eharged up.

They tried to charge it up.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes, they wanted to
charge it, but it was disallowed.

Hon. T. WALKER: That ig the kind of
eompany we are dealing with. We are now
asked to pay that company for what is, so
to speak, a Government railway line. Arc
not the Government taking the line over be-
fore it has ever Dbeen of any service to the
State? Without ever having served any
scttler, this ling beecomes a Government rail-
way. Is it not a subterfuge to speak of a
line like that as a private line? I think
every member has a right to complain of the
subterfuge which has prevented other lines,
which might have been built, from being
eonstrueted wp to date, Seventy thousand
pounds spent upon the construction of useful
agricultural lines, leading to development,
wounld have done material good to the State.

Mr. Teesdale: There was enough said at
the time about the henefit to agrieulture.

Mr. Willcock: But it never came off,

Hon. T. WALKER: We know this line
has not done any good to agriculture. What
has agrieulture got out of it?

Mr. Willeock: XNot a bag of lime.

Hon. T. WALKER: True; not a bag of
lime so far. Even for cement purposes the
railway is not being fully osed. Some of the
material used in making cement comes from
Gingin or that ncighbourhood.

The Minister for Works: There is a train
load of it carried every day.

Hon. T. WALKER: The railway is fore-
scen by the Minister for Works himself to
bo a- white clephant. The lMinister himself
prophesics that the State will lose by it
Now, what power hypnotised the Cabient,
and hypnotised the Minister for Works, to
enable this company, with its agent in the
Attorney Geuneral, to defy the Commissioner
of Railways, to overecome and overthrow him
completely, and to defy Cabinet itself?

The Minister for Works: How could the
company hypnotise the Commissioner of
Railways? He is protected by this Act.

Hon. P. Gollier: But Ministers overruled
the Commissioner,

Hon. T. WALKER: That ig what 1 am
pointing out, The Commisssioner of Rail-
ways said, **Jf we are to have light lines,
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we must go to Pinjarra for our starting
peint to get to Lake Clifton. If we are to
have these light lines we must use our small
engines; and we can then only charge the
rate of three-quarter pence per mile.”’ By
going to Pinjarra, the Railway Department
might have been able to do that. The Com-
missioner said further, ‘‘If we join up at
Waroona, we must then have heavy lines.’’
What happened? We jeined up at Waroona,
and we purchased sccond-hand rails for the
lines. It is all very well to say that the
Commissioner is protected by the Act. But
who threw him off his perch?

Hon, P, Collier: The Cabinet.

Hou., T. WALKER: It was done throngh
Cabinet in some way or other. The Commis-
siener of Railways was in this matter of mo
value whatsoever. Not only was that breach
made, so to speak, but the arrangement was
maide to last for 40 years hence.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes; that is the scandal,
the erime,

Hon. T. WALKER: The Commissioner of
Railways will, as regards the Lake Clifton
line, be hound not by the Act, which protects
him, but by this rotten agreement—if I may
be excused the language.

Hon, P. Collier: Bound by the agreement
for 40 years.

Hon. T. WALEER: And not a word of
all this till it iz forced out of the Govern-
ment by a motion of this kind! How did
that come about? Can the Minister for
Works say he knew nothing about it? Me
knew something of these prices. I give the
Minister for Works eredit for heing one
member of the Government who does look
after the interests of the State. What peeu-
liar influente was at work here that he did
not mnotice the enormity, the crime against
the Stdte of pledging it, binding it, for 40
years?

Hon. P. Collier: At a non-paying rate.

Hon. T, WALKER: Undoubtedly. To a
non-paying line for all that time.

Hon, P. Collier: With increased and in-
creasing costs.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
her has addressed- himself to the subject.

Hon. P. Collier: Well, I am not addressing
myself very much to it now. ’

Mr. SPEAEKER: The hon. member must
keep order,

Hon. P. Collier: T am keeping order.

Hon. T. WALKER: There is another
offence that T just want to dwell on for a
moment; and that is that by this very con-
traet, and by the method the Government
have followed—some of those who followed it
are in the Ministry to-day—tbe development
of the country has been retarded, and a re-
solution of this House has been deliberately
defied and set at nawght. That is the reso-
lution deelaring that new Government rail-
ways shall be conatructed in the order of
their authorisation. The resolution has been
east to the winds, and here we are with this
line, call it what we like, a Government line,
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constructed in the interests of a private
company—

The Minister for Agriculture: What did
that resolution apply to?

Hon. T. WALKER: It was passed before
this contract was entered into,

Mr. Underwood: That resolution does not
matter, anyhow.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Hon, T. WALKER: That resolution was
passed before this contract was entered into.

Mr. Unilerwpod: The resolufion is a rot-
ten one, anyhow, and not of the slightest
use,

Hou, T, WALKER: It was a just and
souml resolution.

Mr. Underwood: No.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Hon. P. Collier: It was a detision of the
House,

Hon. T. WALEER: Yes; a decision of
the House twice upheld. There was an at-
tempt to rescind the resolution, and that
attempt resulted in confirming the resolution
most strongly.

Mr, Underwood: It is a resolution which
should neverhave heen passed.

Hon. T. WALKER: Never mind what the
hon. member, in his bhabbling moments, may
utter in that regard. It was a resolution
which the wisdom of the House chose to pass.

Ar. Underwood: The House chose in ig-
norance,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Pilbara must keep order.

Mr. Willeock: Tt is net the eorrcet thing
for the member for Pillura to rvefleet on
Parliament, either. He ought te be made
to withdraw.

Hon. T. WALKER: It would be a deroga-
tion of the dignity of the Howmse to ask the
member for Pilbarn to withdraw. He is
not worth voting. That resolution was car-
ricd. Whether wisc or not, it was a resolu-
tion of this House,

The Minister for Works:
correet.

Hon. T. WALKER: Tt hound the Govern-
ment, and every member of the Government;
and it more particularly cmphasised that
binding when, as T say, an attempt to get
the reolution rescinded resulted in an affir-
mation of it even stronger than before. In
spite or that, and whilst we are told that
the Government eannot secure rails for any
other portion of the State, whilst we are
told that funds will not allow the Government
to continue operations, to econstruet other
lines. we have this line constructed for wus
at enormouns expense—£30,000 to begin with,
atterwards £40,000, finally culminating in
the figure of £70,000. Seventy thousand
pounds fer 13 miles of line! The most ex-
pensive bit of railway work that we have had
in all the history of Western Anustralia.

lon. P. Collier: Of late years.

Hon. T. WALKER: T should think, for all
past time. Of course in the olden days
there were lines which cost something, I
admit; but they did not eost such amount

The member for

That is quite

[ASSEMBLY.]

over a length of 15 miles. There is not a
peuny for the continuance of other works,
but tor this company, this charmed company,
with the Attorney General as ita selicitor,
prostituting the functions of his office as
the holder of a portfolio to serve private
ends, there is this large amount of money.
This company can hoodwink and keep silent
every member 0f the Government. During
all this time we have been led to believe
that the Government were constructing no
railway lines, that the order of construction
in that resolution of the House was heing
obgerved. We have been led to believe that.
The country bas been led to believe it. But
underhandedly, secretly, hiddenly, this enter-
prise of the Government has been used to
benefit a private company. I do not know
what greater wrong has ever been done in
the history of the State. I know there are
some who will say that the Labour Govern-
ment made some purchases and took some
steps of this kind. But those actions were
always in the interests of the public. We
bought for the public. The public beeame the
holders. We never nsed our powers, whether
they were great or small, in the interests of
private enterprise or of company ownership.
We used our powers for the publie; that is
to say, the public became the proprictors.
It was in the interests of the public that
those purchases were made. 1n this case, the
purchase is for a private company, wilh its
head office in 8ydney. ITor a private com-
pany, Parlinment has been defied; its re-
solutions have heen ignored, and all the
functions of government and the services of
the State are rendered in its interests,

Mr. Chesson: And they get the line for
nothing, too.

Hon. T. WALKER: With not a word of
it to Parliament! Can hon. members tell me
that this is in accordanee with parliament-
ary government? Should not Parliament have
been taken into the confidence of the Gov-
ernment as te what had been dune? Has
any step been taken to bring the offenders
to justice!?

Hon, P. Collier: Espeeially when they
whine so¢ much about seeret contraets,
Hon. T. WALKEER: Exaectly. Has any

step been taken to bring the offenders to
book?! The very defence which the Minister
for Works will make—I know what line of
defence lie intends to take—and also the de-
fence made by the Premier, is that one of-
fender has hoodwinked them, deceived them,
betrayed them, and falsified to them and led
them into a mess such as they could never.
dream an honourable man would contem-
plate. And no step taken to bring that of-
fonder to hook!
Hon, P. Collier:
public know!
Hon. T. WALKER: XNothing whatever.
If we cncourage offcnees of this kind by
such injudicious methods, responsible gov-
ernment is at an end. We hare mob rule,
greed in office, dealt in office, humbug in
high places, all instead of horour and jus-

Nothing donc to let the
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tice. That is the position these men would
have led us into. I say thiz motion should
be carried. This corrupting spirit is abroad
and I venture to assert that when the vote is
taken, there will be a majority whose de-
cision will amount to a confirmation of what
has been done. They will wipe it off the

slate.
Mr. Teesdale: For certain.
Hou. T. WALKER: This corrupting

spirit is abroad.

The Minister for Works:
that we corrupted these men?

Hon.,, T. WALKER: I mean that the
spirit of corruption we here have seen——

Mr. Teesdale: Don’t point at me!

Hon. T. WALKER: And that spirit is
corrupting. I will perhaps not go so far as
10 eall it corrmption, but I will regard it
as callousness and indifference, and lack of
public-gpiritedness, The Government give a
quid pro que to one scction of the members
and that is how government is carried on.

The Minister for Works: And that would
‘be corruption?

Hon. T. WALKER: .But it is done,

Mr. Munsie; Tf£ they will vote to support
aections of the past Government, they vote
for eorrption.

The Minister for Works:
done,

Mr. Munsie:
Tutely!

Hon, T. WALKER:  That is the policy
adopted and it is played vpoun. T admit, of
course, that it is dead against all the educa-
tion and training of the Minister for Works
but the faet remains that it is dome, and
the very fact that this conld take place with-
out his eognizance, shows what it amounnts
to.

The Minister for Works:
ferent matter.

Mr. Willeoek: Tweave out the Minister for
Works and vou can say anything you like
about the rest!

Hon. T. WALKER: I need not press
home the matter further, after the position
has been set out so clearly by the Leader of
the Opposition. There may be matters that
will arise during the conrse of the debate
which will require a reply, but it would not
have required specches in the good ald days
to make those who have any sense of re-
sponsibility for the affairs of State disclose
their attitude regarding such a motion and
for those concerned receive the cemanre of
this Chamber for their misdeeds, for the
hetrayal of their trust, for the neglect to ae-
quaint the House of thia position, and for
negleeting to take hon. members into their
confidence.

Do you mean

I say it is not,

Nothing of the sort, abso-

That is a dif-

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [9.50]:
Once or twiee in the course of my life, I
have had the good forfune. or misfoertune, to
be a residuary legatee. There is always a

would not pass the measure.
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lot of trouble in scttling up the estate of
deceased persons, especially when they leave
more debts than assets. To-day 1 find my-
self praetically the sole representative in this
House of the Ministry headed by the late
Premier (Sir Henry Lefroy). There has
heen a good deal said during this discus-
sion and T will try to deal with the matters
raised quite calmly. T hope the House will
give me crelit for not being afraid to face
any of the cirenmstances with which I have
been connected, and that thex will take my
word for what T have to say. Before I pro-
cecd, T wonld like to mention that the Leader
of the Opposition did me the honour to
quote from a speech I made in October, 1916,
He said ‘“Hansard’’ recorded the late mem-
her for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) interjecting
that we should find the money and build the
line and that T replied that the (overnment
had not the money to bnild the line, but that
if the Government had brought in a Bil for
the construction of that line. the House
T have a copy
of ““Hangard’’ with me and T have heen un-
able to find the words attributed to me,
T am not acensing the Leader of the Opposi-
tion of misrepresentation, but T simply say
that so far T eannot find any such refevence,
nor has the QOpposition been able fo find that
reference either. I will read the words which
T used on that occagion. ‘‘Hansard'’ for the
5th October, 1916, has the following:—

Mr. Thomas:
chase the line.

The Minister for Works: Yes, at any
time, at cost price less (lepreeiation. Since
I bave been in the State T have seen vari-
ous lines purchased hy the Government
upon conditions that did not commend
themselves to wiy view, and. therefore, 1
was determined that if T should have any.
thing to do with supperting the building
of n railway which the State might wlti
mately take over, there shoull he no mis-
take as to what the State would have te do.
Consequently T laid it down, and it is em-
hodicd in the agreement, that the Tine
shall be bnilt to Government standard,
under Government supervision, that an ac-
curate account is to he taken of the cost,
and that at any time., the Government
may take over the line at cost price less
depreciation.

Then, a little later on, T find the following:

Mr. Thomas: Find the moner and build
the railway.

The Minister for Works: There would
be no diffienlty about it if we had that
million and a lhalf which we are supposed
to have in our pockets.

Hon. members will remember that we onee
had a Minister of State who, when reference
was made to the defieit, said that it did
not matter very mueh, as it was in the pockets
of the people.

Mr. Johnston: And we have five millions
now,

Power is taken to repur-
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Hon. P. Collier: We are rich now, all right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The ex-
tract T was quoting continues—

I have no more to say. The question is bhe-

fore the Hanse. The people want the line

and have asked the Government to provide

it. The Government have not the money

to build the railway line. Indeed, if the

Government brought in a Bill for the con-

struction of the line to-morrow, the House

would not pass it.
I see after all, I did say what the Leader of
the Opposition attributed to me.

Hon. P. Collier: Those are the words I
quoted.

Mr, O'Loghlen: We accept the Minister's
apology.

The MINISTER FFOR WORKS: I further
atatcd at that time— -

Hon. Membera would make a party question

of it and quibble over it till Christmas.

Mr. O’Loghlen: No.

The Minister for Works: Well, the pro-
jeet is before the House, and hon. members
can voiee their objeetions. I have pointed
out what appeals to me as a practical man
reparding this agreement, and if the House
does not like to areept it, the responsibility
rests with hon, members.

In dealing with such a matter as that under
discussion, when questions of personal hon-
our and honesty are brought to bear upen a
subject, ome would ordinarily require time
to digest the speeches of the Opposition mem-
bers to-night, so that one’s views could be put
consecutively before the Houge, As I caunet
do that, I will merely give the House the
position as it appeals to me, and T am pre-
parcd to give members all I know., When the
question of the Lake Clifton line first eame
before this Chamber, it was introduced by
means of a motion tabled by myself. T had
been approached by a Mr. C. Newnham, wha
introduced a man named ¢‘‘Ora Banda®’
Johnson. I did not know the latter, but 1 was
told he was an engineer with considerable
experience and a man who had £250,000 at
his back. He did not look as if that were so
when le came to me, but one can never judge
on appearances. 1 was told they were prepared
to build the line, to get the lime and, gen-
erally, to do pgood service to the State. 1
promised them I would bring the matter be-
fore the House. WMy reason for doing that
was that Lake Clifton was within my ecovstit-
uency, and it was only right that I should
give respectful consideration to anything
that would help my constitueney. When I
brought the matter under the notice of the
‘House, as bon. muembers can see from ¢ Han-
sard,’’ I made a very clear stateent about
the matter. I toll the Government of the day
that I knew nothing about the facty as pnt
to me, that T knew nothing about *‘Ora
BRanda’' Johnson er hiy £230,000, but that 1
did know the lime was there, and that if it
conld be obtained aml an industry estal-
lished, it would be worth looking into. So
far from vouching for the atatements made
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to n.e, T suggested the Government shoull
make inquiries into the whole matter.

Mr. O Loghlen: You will admit he was a
gond eagineer.

Mr. Johnston: He was a man of magnetic

“influence,

The MINISTER FOR WORKSY: Perhaps
he was o good underground engineer, How-
ever, at the instance of Mr. W. D, Johnson,
who was then Minister fur Works, I with-
drew my motion because he undertpok to
bring the matter forward later on., MM,
Johnson did so, and later stitl, T think first
the Wilson Government and then the Lefroy
Government Lrought forward a Bill which
was debated and finally passed.

Mr. O'Loghlen: There is no quarrel about
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And there
will be no quarrel regarding me when I am
finished. I want the House to understand
distinetly that from the very start of the ne-
gotiations that have been referred to, there
was never anything in my mind, nor do I
believe there was anything in the mind of
the Minister for Education (Hon. H. P.
Colebatch) other thari that the rights of the
people would be preserved by the matter being
brought before Parliament. There was never
any doubt upon that aspeet. There is no

.doubt in my mind, nor de [ think there is

any doubt in the mind of Mr. Colebateh, but
that the minute covering the decision of Cab-
inet, as written by the then Attorney General
and signed by the late Premier, preserved
the rights of the people in that the approval
of Parliament was required before the line
could be taken over and purchased. The lime
concession was hawked abont from pillar to
post by this owner of the £230,000.

Mr. Angelo: You are bringing him well
into the limelight, :

My, Teesdale: I only wish more of them
would bring in such money.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: This is
my story, and I am going to tell it in my
own way. ‘‘Ora Banda'' Johnson ovidently
tried all he could to jrart with his concession.
He must have had considerable diffieulty, even
with all his engincering skill and his £250,000.
That did not prevent him c¢oming to sce me
on the Sth April, 1918, when he drew my
attention to the Lake Clifton line and wanted
information as to whether or not we should
provide the rails, declaring that why he could
not carry out the job was becanse the Gov-
croment ought to have supplied the raily, bat
that Mr. Ewing had pnt a clause into the
Bill on his own account and had wrongly
drafted it. My memorandum of notes states
I told kim the proposition way not 4 business-
Iike one, and that I did not believe it would
pass the House, T said it must be suhmitted
to Parliament, and that he must see the Pre-
mier at 3.30 pon. thut day. I added to my
note that 1 Iiad seen the Premier and that he
knew ny views, That wos iny memn., and |
have never departed from it. T hava all
along contended that whatever we didld, it ha?
to be hrought before Purliament,



[20 Decemsir, 1921.]

Hon, W, C. Angwin: Was that dealing
with the taking over of the line, or with the
route? .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There was
nothing about the route at all. On the 30th
May, 1918, 1 wrote a minute to the Premier
in Cabinet. On the following day there was
a meeting of Cabinet, when this minute was
read by me—

Mr. Johnson, the lcascholder of the Lake
Clifton lime deposit, called upon me thig
morning accompanied by Mr. Oakden, the
general manager of the Portland Cement
Company, Ltd.,, of New South Walea.

Before I go further, let me explain what
happened.
was intreduced by Mr. Johnson, I was feel-
ing very sore on behalf, not only of the
conntry at large, but of my own particular
district, sore that this coneession for the
line should have been hawked about and no-
thing done with it. I was not very friendly
disposed towards Mr. Johnson. 1 had #t in
mind that T would not allow anybely to
came from any other part of the world to
Western Australin and be sold a pup. So
I explained to Mr. Oakden what 1 knew
about Mr. Johnson, and what it was I was
disappointed about. The result was ‘that
when, afterwards, the question of route was
dealt with, Mr, Johnson did me the honour
to cireculate through my distriect what he
termed the fact that T had blecked the line
going to Pinjarra. It will be understood
that I am not likely to feel friendly towards
the company when I tell the House that on
that aceount, for the first time in my con-
ne¢tion with my electorate;, T was in a min-
ority at Pinjarra at the last election, when
150 votes were east against me. 1 want the
House to understand that I was not in aay
way either receiving benefits, or Dbestowing
them,

Hon, W, C. Angwin: You said you opposed
the change, both as member and as Minister,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of course,
I did. I said further than that; I said that
rather than see the line taken to Pinjarra, I
wonld resign mv Ministerial position so that
I could the wvetter fight the thing in the
House than was possible with my hands tied.
I had pledged my word to my constituents
that the ronte of the line would not be
altered.

Mr. Troy: Then why did not you carry
out the condition of the Commissioner of
Railways that the line should be bailt of
60-1b. rails?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: One para-
graph of my minute to the Premier I should
like to read, as follows:—

I do not zonsider anything can be done
without putting the whole matter before
Parlinment in the most open way, but in
regard to the proposed alteration of the
point at which the railway will leave the

- Bouth-Western line, there is bound to be
great controversy amongst the local people,
and I advise that no alteration be made.

When Mr. Oakden came in and-
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From that I have never deviated.

Hon. P. Collier: You were then particn-
larly referring to the alteration of the route.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Oh, no!

Hon. P. Collier: Oh, yes!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Had I
known that this thing was likely to oeccur, I
woulidl have taken more care with my word-
ing. However, my intenfion is quite elear.
1 did not consider anything shounld be done
without putting the whole matter before Par-
linment in the most open way.

Hon, P. Collier: The intention was good,
but the execution was bad. :

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Leader of the Opposition put his ease quite
fairly, He gave me a little eriticism, but it
was more in sorrow than in anger. The
Leader of the Opposition and the member
for Kanowna wanted te know whether on
the 16th Janvary, 1919, the members of the
{Cabinet were of opinion that the minute
signed by the Premier meant that the whole
matter was subject to reference to Parlia-
ment. I tell the House that Mr. Colebatch,
Mr, Gardiner and I were all of opinion that -
the minute meant, by its reference to the
letter of the Under Secretary of Lands of
the 31st May, that the whole matter was sul-
jeet to Parliament. On the 16th January
that was settled. On the 17th January Sir
Henry Lefroy and Mr. Gardiner and I left
for the Eastern States. Sir Henry Lefroy
and I returned to Western Australia
on the 9th or 10th of March, having
been marooned in Melbourne owing to
the influenza. A few days before that
Cabinet meeting of the 16th . January,
the agreement was drafted and sent by
the Solicitor General to the Attorney General,
and by him to the Premiecr. The Premier
agreed to it, and asked that it should be re-
drafted. I do not quite remember how it
came into my hands, but I got it aund took
it home that night. Hon. members will find
on the file various alterations in the agree-
ment, written Ly me in pencil and after-
wards in ink. There was at the foot of the
agreement a clause written by Mr, Robinson,
in which he said the agreement was to be
referred to Parliament. At the end of that
cluuse it appears, not only to me but to others
who have scen it, that words have been subse-
quently added. That is how it appeara to
us, Whether it is a fact or not, I do not
know. But there is no guestion in my mind
that the clause had with it what was insisted
upon by me and other members of the Cab-
inet, namely, that the whole thing had to
be referred to Parliament. What happened?
The agreement was taken home by me on
the night of the 9th, but on the next day,
the 10th, the Solicitor General sent to me a
letter in which he said that if the draft
agreement had been approved by Cabinet
he would like it back as quickly as possible,
because Mr. Oakden was anxious to get a
copy, a3 he was going to the other States.
The draft agreement was sent down to Mr.
Saver, and he got it. There is no doubt in
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my mind that, in respeet of Mr. Qakden and
the Solicitor General and the Attorney Gen-
‘eral, the fat was then in the fire; becanse
Mr. Sayer has since told me that Mr. Oak-
<len, having with him Mr. Cox, of the firm
ot solicitors, was not prepared to accept an
agreement like that if it hal to be placed
betore Parliament.

Hon. P, Collier: That is so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
knowwhat other members of theCabinet had
in their minds, but that aspect of the affair
was not bronght te my notice either in Cab-
iret or clsewhere. At that mecting on the
16th, when that minute was penned, what
was in my mind was the agreement which
I had read through and to which I had added
temog, and whiclt had the Clause 12, stating
that the matter would be referred to Parlia-
ment.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: Here it i3, with your
writing on it.

The MINISTER .FOR WORKS: 1 know.
That is my copy. It is a long while ago to
remember, and it is not.a nice thing to have
the idea that anyone with whom one has been
in close contact has not been as careful of
the interests of his colleagues as, apparently,
he hag been of his own.

Mr. Troy: Is “‘careful’’ the word?

Hon, P. Collier: You are pufting it very

mildly.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
very much moved over this question. I do

not want any consideration from anybody.
If T deserve censure, let me have it. I know
T have done nothing in this matter but
try to give to the Siate which has been
good to me the benefit of such ex-
perience as I have, No one can deny
that T have given hard work to it. No one
can deny that T have tried to be honest to
it. T tell the House T have not had even a
glass of cald water from those people, and
I have never met them except in my office.
But let that pass. T have told the House
and I repeat it, that what was in my mind,
and T believe in all our minds oa the 16th
Jannary, was that the minute passed by
Cabinet covered us in that the matter had
to be referred to Parliament. I say straight
out it would have been a shame if any
attempt had been made to block it from
going to Parliament, and if T feel like that
now, memhbers will agree that I felt like it
at that time. We did not return until about
the 9th March. T have a few friends in the
world—very few I am sorry to say, because
I am not a man who makes many friends. I
‘have one dear old friend in Melbourne, an
engineer named Reunick, who was at
one time in this State. T first came into con-
tact with him in 1885 when huilding the
Tingal railway in Tasmania., We worked
for the same employer, Neil MeNeil & Co,,
for many years. It wag the intention of the
cement company, and in faet they were ne-
gotiating to get him to come to Western
Avstralin to build this railway, and while
Mrs, George and T were in Melbourne, we
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saw Mr. Rennick and rejoiced once more
in the prospect of meeting again in West-
ern Australia. I told him that when I got
back 1 would wire him as to what was going
to be done. When I arrived back I made
inquiry as to what was going to be done, I
wanted to ascertain whether my friend would
be coming over or not, Iowever, I found
that arrangements had been made while I
wag away—I do not say there was anything
wrong about it—to build the line under the
following conditions:~—The Public Works
Department were to lend to the company Mr,
Anketell, one of the best railway engineers
we have in the State, and in order that his
service should not be broken by the loan and
that it might not interfere with his rights
when he retired, the necessary arrangements
were made by the Public Scrvice Commis-
gioner so that, while he was actually the
servant of the company, he was nominally
the servant of the State. His salary and
other expenses were to be paid by the com-
pany. .

Mr, Troy: Who made the arrangement in
vour absence?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know, :

Mr. Troy: Who was acting Minister for
Works at the time?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
knov.

Mr. Troy. You do not know!

The MINISTER FOR WORES: I daresay
T can find out, but I do not know now. T
considered that there was a lack of definite
understanding with regard to the eonstrue-
tion of the line. Therefore, on the 9th
March, T addressed a letter to the Under
Secretary for Works in which 1 laid down
the only rules which, to my mind, would pre-
serve to the State its rights and take away
none of the rights of the company.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt is rather. danger-
ous for the Minister for Works to go to
Melhourne. T know it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T daresay
the hon, member's experience was something
like my own; T now am very sorry that T
went.  Well, T laid down the rules. We
undertook to purchase the necessary materials
for the company, receiving 5 per cent. for
our work. The accounts were to lie kept in
onr office, a separate set of hooks as simple
as possible. The objeet of this elearly was
that, when the time came, if ever it did
come, that we had to take over the line,
thera would be no question of the pun heing
loaded as a result of the expenditure heing
inereased, as T knew it had been increased in
similar cases before. That is how I took pre-
cautions to preserve the interests of the
State. We exercised no supervision over
Mr. Anketell; he was his own boss at Take
Clifton, but he so pleased the directors of
the company that they asked my permission
to give him a bonus of £400.

Hon. P. Collier: Four hundred pounds!

The MINISTER FOR WORES: Yes. I
said, ““You can give him what you like; you
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ean give him £4,000 if you like; I do not
mind, but you will not charge that against
the contract, becanse I cannot allow you to
do zo. If T did T wonld have a complaint
from the service.’’

Mr. Underwood: You knew there was a
contraet and you knew it had heen passed
by Parliament.

The MINISTER FPOR WORKS: I am try-
ing to give the facts as plainly as I can,
I do not care a twopenny hang for the hon.
member’s condemnation. The hon. member
should know that, if he wishes anyone to
attach any weight whatever to his
judgment, he should first hear what
has to be said instead of forming con-
clusions from immature faets. Surely
to God the hon. member can sece I am
speaking in carnest. If not, it is a pity.
The meeting of Cabinet was held on
the 16th .January, and on the 17vth Januwary
the then Attorney General minuted to the
Solicitor General—

I did uot like the terms of the sug-.

gested agreement and advised Cabinet as

above, which has heen approved.
I do not know what he advised Cabinet with
regard to that. I kmow that Cabinet and tho
members 1 have mentioned understood dis-
tinetly that the matter would he referred to
Parliament. Members can believe me or not
as they please; it rvests with them, but T say
the Attorney General was the member of
Cabinet by whom we as Iay members had a
right to expect to be protected at law. We
were not legal men and we had a right to
expeet that he would see we were not put
into the hole we are in at the present time,
There has been some talk about the rails,
Sixty-pound -rails. were absolutely unprocur-
able at that time for any work. We had been
trying to get some 601b. rails for some of our
own works and had been unsnecessful, Bnt
we were not interested in getting these rails
for the company. The company were in-
terested, of course, and in their letter of the
18th Cetober, 1M8 (folio 17), Mr. Oakden
stated :— )

T sceured an option from the West Aus-
tralian Timber Company over 14 miles of
42 and 451lb. steel rails,

These rails which he purchased were in-
speeted by the working railways at their
loading station on the goldfields, and were
again subjeet to inspection at ‘Waroona.
That was carefully attended to. T find that
on the 30th October, 1918, which was three
months before the agreement was signed, the
then Minister for Industries, Mr. Robinson,
wrote the Minister for Railwavs as follows:

If 451b. rails are permitted and the Pin-
jarra route, the company will take the
risk of applying to Parliament for the
alternative to the concession, and they un-
dertake that the work shall be started at
once.

The ecompany were prepared to take the risk
of Parliament if they could get the route
from Pinjarra irstead of from Waroona.
What was the objection to the line going

2525

from Pinjarra inatead of from Waroona¥
It was beeause the farmers in the South-
‘West, through their representatives here, had
determined that they were not going to pay
freight over an additional 15 miles of rail-
way if they could help it. When the
Bill before Parliament became an Act,
Waroona was fixked as the starting
point and this conld mnet be varied
unless the matter again came before
Parliament. If this had been made a
serious matter, I would have resigned my
Ministerial position in order to fight for my
distriet. As I told the House before, this
cost me 150 votes at the last election. Om
the 15th November a telegram was sent by
Mr. Robingoun to Mr. Oakden informing him
that the Government were prepared to re-
eeive the 451h. rails. T have stated that the
company would take the risk of Parliament,
and I hold that the telegrams which
passed between the Attorney General, the
Minister for Railways (Mv, Hudson), My,
Oakden, and so forth confirm the view that
if the company eould have got the railway
to go from Pinjarra, they would have taken
the risk. Why were they not prepared to
take the risk from Waroona? [ contend they
were and the view fthat the matter had to
go before Parliament is upheld by that. Re-
ference has been made to some idea that
the Minister for Works and Minister for
Railways were bossed by the Minister for
Industries. It is easy. of course, to take
that view, but iet me explain the position as
it really was. The Minister for Industries
was constituted the department for the pur-
pose of developing, with the aid of the Coun-
¢il of Industries, anything which might be
of service to this State and, therefore, it
was fquite legitimate for the Minister to ne-
gotiate fully with different people so that he
conld get their ideas, foecns them and bring
them before Cabinet. I did not objeet. Why
should ¥? T had plenty of work to do.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T think you must
have been ill at the time. There was some-
thing wrong.

The MINISTER T"OR WORKS: T do not
know.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T would not allow
him or anyone else to do that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:  Any-
how, Mr. Robinson did not boss me. The
only man who bosses me while T remain in a
Ministry is the Premier, and if there is
any attempt to boss me unduly, T shall be
out of the Cabinet at once.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: The Minister for In-
dustries must have been doing the Premier’s
work, beeause he put up the minutes to be
signed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: On folio
50 of the file, members will find a minute
like this:—

Minister for Industries: In going through
your file I do not see that the understand-
ing of extra sleepers per length of rail
has been made clear, but assume that vou
are having an agreement drawn up, and in
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it this point will be fully covered ... .
T am not sure whether you are taking the
full responsibility of carrving out matters
to a- head for an agreement, but if not
perhaps this letter should go to the Pre-
mier, because I want to kmow, ag Min-
ister for Works, what T am expected to do
5o that I can express my opinion on it, it
necessary.

Later on, on the 18th December, 1915, 1

wrote to the MMinister for Industries as fol-

lows:—
I did this beecause my knowledge of what
has passed between the vompany and the
Ministers they may have seen is very slight,
but I am quite sure we should not take
one step in eonncetion with the survey,
cte,, and the railway until a full agree-
ment has been signed protecting the rights
of the State,

How conld we protect the rights of the State
uniess we referred the matter to Parlia-
ment? [ had a right to expeet that my col-
league should fully protect the rights of the
State. The letter continues—
When T hear from you that all is in
order we will be prepared to do our part.

T enclosed a eopy of my letter of the 5th
December which be stated he had not re-
ecived, but which I find is on his file. On
the 24th December there is a letter from me
to the Minister of Industries in wlhich I re-
viewed the position and stated that the finan-
cial position should be referred to Mr. Gar-
diner as Treasurer. 1 had nothing to do
with financing the affair. DMy business, if
they found me the money, was to do the
work. I said as to the construction of the
Jine, that the Minister for Works alone had
been looking after this, and ‘*no one else has
done so or will do so as long as I am Min-
ister.’” T have told members about the draft
apreement,

Mr. Underwood; You knew it had not been
authorised by Parlinment.

The MIXISTER FPOR WORKS: If the
lion. member has any decency he will keep
quiet.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Tf the Minister
will address hinself to the Chair he will get
an hetter.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
sorry I was led astray by the rode interjec-
tions of the lhon. member. On the Tth Jan-
wary the Attorney General wrote to the Pre-
mier ‘°I have added a new paragraph, 12,
referring to the approval of Parliament,
otherwise it is in order.”” That is the agree-
ment I had in view that Cabinet had to deal
with on the 1Gth of January.

Mr. Davies: What is in the paragraph?

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: It hns
reference to the approval of Parliament.

Hon. P. Collier: *‘This agreement is
made subject to the approval by Parlinment
of the appropriatieon of funds.’’

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
gentleman may see the correspondence I have
remd to aseertain what 1 did abont these
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works. The Bolicitor General sent a letter
to the Attorney Gencral, I would welcome
u Royal Commission.

Mr, Underwood: Why a Royai Commis-
sion? This House will do.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T think
aucther House will do the hon. gentleman
dirertly if he Jdoes not contain himself,

Hoa. P, Collier: Fremantle!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I wonld
welcome a’ Royal Commission, I want to
know what position an officer of the State
holds if he can go to his Minister, and gives
to that Minister, who cannot be supposed to
be a better legal authority than himself, ad-
vice which is in the interests of the State,
and which he is told to ignere. If we had
a Royal Commission I would want to know
from Mr, Sayer what he was told by the
Attorney General. If I understand aright he
was told to mind his own business. He was
told it was not his position to offer sugges-

- tions, but that he was there to carry out

orders. [f that is the position of our Selici-
tor General no Minister of this Government
or any other Government will be safe in re-
gard to any legal position. T hope I am not
reflecting upon the profession, but, I do say,
it is impossible for this House or the country,
to cxpect for a moment that any member ex-
cept he be trained as a lawyer, can hope to
deal with the subtleties of & profession which
can find half a dozen meanings to something
for which the ordinary individual can only
find one.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Who told him to mind
his own bnsiness?

The MINISTER 1'OR WORKS: That is
what I would like a Royal Conimission to find
out, I helieve it will be found that he was
told to mind his own business, and that ha
was not there fo make suggestions but to
carry out instructions, If that ean be done
it i3 time the Solicitor General was put in
the same position as the Auditor General,
so that he wight not in any way be over-
swayed or overpowered by his Ministers, and
tluy be unable to earry out his duties. He
must be safegunrded if necessary against the
Ministers who may not have a full apprecia-
tion of his duty to the State.

Mr, Willcock: Who may not?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T have re-
ferredl to the question of the words which
were added to Clause 12 of the draft agree-
ment. In the letter written by Mr. Sayer,
after T returned the draft agreement on
January 10th, 1819, it would appear that the
wonls were added to the paragraph I referred

to. If so the addition of these words should
have heen made known to Cabinet, How-
ever, it does not oppear that this was
done when it was before (ohinet on
the 16th  January. A Jawyer may say
that these matters have nothing to do
with the question, because an agree-

ment made snbsenuently  eovers the whole
thing, This House could not get a full grasp
of the situntion unless members were made
fully aware of what Iei up to the Cabinet

.
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meeting. I am going to state the facts as
they appear to me. I am sorry if I am doing
any man a wrong. On the file which has been
relerred to by the Leader of the Opposition,
I have made an interesting discovery. On the
day that we left fer Melbourne, a letter,
which we could not see until our return, came
from the company, T have never seen a mat-
ter like this in my life. There are copies of
two original letters signed en the same day
by the same person, and containing exactly
the same words cxcept in one small particu-
lar. One'letter which appears on the Fublic
Works file No. 267/19, and written by Mr.
Oakden to Mr. Robinson, someone has
crossed out the words ‘‘amended,’’ and

‘““now.’””  On the industries file, No. 94,
there is a faesimile of this letter
but these two words were not included.

That upholds my view and statement with re-
gard to the agrcement concerning which I
advised on the #th of January, 1919, T did
not see this letter until my return, and [ did
not see the peculiar duplicate copy, which is
not marked duplicate, until Saturday last.

Mr, Willeoek: What are you suggesting
about the two letters?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T am
simply stating that scmeone has knocked out
these two words.

Mr. Troy: Who are they from?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: From Mr.
Oakden, of the Cement Company.

Mr. Troy: He wrote both of them?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes, andi
they are both signed by him. Both are
identical exeept for the difference .of these
two words, which in my opinion are material,
Members ean draw their own conclusions
from what T have said about the letter.

Mr. Willcock: We want you to give us
your inference,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T cannot
say.

Mr, Willeock: What 1s the good of read-
ing a thing like that without explaining what
it means?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: To my
mind, whoever struck out those two words
considered that they would not support the
cas¢ which had been built up, as has been
explained here to-day.

“Ar, Willcock: Some deliberate roguery by
somebedy !

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
wish to reosc as more far-seeing than other
people, but if I had had a letter like that
come hefore me, with twe important words
struck out, I should at once have impounded
all the papers and not allowed *anything to
be done vntil T had seen the meaning of the
whole affair.

Mr, Willeock: Well, somebody struck out
those words!

The MINISTER FOR WORES: T do not
know who did.

Mr., BSPEAKER: Orderl

Mr. Willeock: I think we are entitled to
know what is the Minister’s inferenee.
There is no use the Minister putting up a
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case like that if he dees not understand it
himself,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: As I have
already said, I would like a Xoyal Commis-
sion to go into this matter, und then we
vould clear up all these doubts and differ-
enees.

Mr. Willcock: Why mention
that does not give us any help?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T feel
quite as indignant as anybody can feel, per-
haps more indignant than the Leader of the
Opposition feels, that minutes which were
written by me in the ordinary exeention of
my duty as Minister to the Engineer-in-
Chief and the Under Sccretary should by auy
means whatever have got to the people whose
interests were eommercially opposed, in a
sense, to those of the Government at the time.
I have never heard of such a thing before.
To find that those minutes were intended to
be cmbodied in the agreement is a matiter
which [ think any member will cenclude,
without needing to consider very much, i3
highly improfer.

Mr. JeCallum: Is that all you have to
say, ‘Thichly improper'’?

Mr, Troy: Yours is a tame Cabinct.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I could
say more than ‘‘improper,’’ but the rules of
the House will not allow me.

I think it was
playing under the lap. I think it was con-
temytible.

Hon. P. Coltier: Get a bit bolder!

Mr, MceCallum: You are surely restrain-
ing yourself. What is holding you back?

The MTNTSTER FOR WOREKS: The
Leader of the Opposition made some joking
reference to that estimate of mine of £50,000
for the construetion of the railway. How-
ever, the position is simply this, that the
matter had to be considered, and that there
were 15 miles of line to be constructed, and
that, without going over the route, onc might
conclude that £3,000 or £3,500 per mile was
a fair thing. If it had been a question of
asking the House for money, no estimate
would have been put up without the route
first being gone over. However, I wished to
place before the Premier and Cabinet what to
my mind would be for practical consideration
if things il not turn out too good. For such
a purpesc 1 was content to take that figure,
The Engincer-in-Chief and T had discossed

something

this, among other matters, in my office.
The estimate of the Engineer-in-Chief

now i3 that £55,000 only is due to the
company, as against the £66,000 claimed by
them. Wages have gone up, and the cost
of all material has gone up . very strongly in-
deed.

Alr,
same.

Houn. P. Collier: Yes, these freights will
be the same for 40 years,

The MINTSTER FOR WOREKS: As to the
freight’ agreement, I had nothing whatever to
do with that. Why should I have anything to
do with it? We had a Minister for Rail-
ways, and his business was not mine.

Tnderwood : Freights are not the
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Mr. MeCallom: He protested.
from Kalgoorlie protesting,
Mr. Underwaed: Yes;

Railways protested.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I say,
we had a Minister for Railways.

Hon. P. Collier: Yes, and he protested,
and wired his protest.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Underwond: He protestel as Minister
Tor Ruailways.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I take
note of the statement of the member for
Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) that the Minister
for Railways protested. There i no neces-
gity for that to be stated again. I take the
hon. member’s word for it.

Hon. P. Collier: I read the wire,

Mr. SPEAEER: If the Minister will ad-
dress the Chair, and not take so much notice
of the other side, he will get on better,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The Min-
ister for Railways and the Commissioner of
Railways dealt with the question of railway
treights. | had nothing to do with those
fieights, [ am quite content to do what
businesa I have of my own. Hon. members
who have been Ministers'are aware that a
Minister has plenty of work to o in his
own office, and that the only occasions when
he gets to know something of the work of
other Ministers is when a matter is referred
to bim by another Minister, or some matter
within another Minister’s scope is brought
up in Cabinet.

Mr. McCallum: Robinson says this matter
was brought up in Cabinet.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If so, 1
have no reeollection of it. It may have been.
The point can be easily determined by rcfer-
ving to the records of Cabinet mestings.
Personally, I have no recollection of it. If
[ had, I would say so at once.

Hon, P. Collier: Robinson says Cabinet
decided this.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Leader of the Opposition gave us a list of
five railwayy which had heen authorised for
a number of years, and the hon., gentleman
asserted that the Government had been flout-
ing Parliament Ly bailding this Lake Clifton
railway, or conniving at its being built in
an underhand fashion, instead of proeceding
to construct those other five railways, What
appealed to me in connection with the Lake
Clifton line was that these people were pre-
pared to find the money to build it. I knew
that if they established works in that dis-
triet it would mean a good deal of employ-
ment for our people. 1 knew also that the
establishment of eement works at Burswood
wonld ereate a good deal of work. I am
told, thongh I «do not kmow it of my ownm
knowledge, that there are 400 men employed
at the cement works at Burswood apd at Lake
Clifton. .

Mr. MeCallum: Four hundred? No!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Let the
hou, member wait a minute. Four hundred
men, T was told this moming, are employed

He wired

the Minister for
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in connection with the making of cement and
of those cement boards.

Mr, MeCallum: That work is done Ly a
tetally lifferent company,

The MIXNISTER IFOR WORKS: But it
would met he rdone unlesss the ¢emwent com-
pany were there.

Mr. MeCallum: Moss wants & eoneession
over the shell in the Swan river; and it he
pets it and men ave employed there, I sup-
pose you will be adding them on to this
Ister.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. I
de not propose to deal with that shell con-
cession at all just now. 8o far as I am
aware, that maiter has nothing whatever to
do with this question.

Mr. MeCallum: Oh, those men will all be
counted in, together with the angels in
heaven watching over them.

Mr. Willeock: And the devil
them.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I do not
know whether my ministerial career is to
terminate to-night or to-merrow, If so, L
cannot belp it.

Mr. McCallum: This is your swan song.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: Obh, nol
I shall live to get back my own, whatever hap-
pens, But I can tell the House that if I do re-
main a Minister there will be no question of
anything being given to this company, or al-
lowed te this company, that will enable them
to break their contraet as I understand it

tempting

Mr. MeCallum: You are on the penitent
form now!
The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: If the

idea of dredging the Swan is to get shell
there, and so obviate the necessity for getting
Lime from Lake Clifton, then, when the neces-
sary Bill is under discussion it will be for
hon. members to give reasons———

Mr. MeCallam: T have already done it.
I have put forward my reasong against any
such convession very strongly.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: T am not
aware of the position, and the Premier as-
sures me that that patter bas nothing what-
ever to fdo with this one.

Mr. BPEAKER: Ordert We will diseuss
that matter when it comes forward.

Hon. P. Collier: Next year.

Mr. Clydesdale: And pretty thoroughly,
foo,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Regard-
ing the 40 years period referred to in the
lease, if members turn to ‘‘Hansard,’’ they
will find a gery clear explanation of that
matter except on, perhaps, one aspect re-
garding the freights and even them, I think
the Leader of the Opposition was hardly cor-
reet. I think someone was at fanlt when the
agreement was made vegurding the freights,

Hen. P, Collier: That is the only point 1
touk.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: All 2
ean say is that whoever made the agreement
from that standpoint, did not have muneh
bhusiness sense.
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Hon, P. Collier:
ness.

The MINISTER FOE WORKS: At any
rate, I know nothing abeut it. I will go
into the matter and find ont if I was there
when this matter was decided, but in the
meantime, all T can say is that. I do not
konow anything ahout this matter going
through. I do not complain of the Opposi-
tion turnming up Ministers’ speeches made
some years gzgo. That is all fair game, and T
only regret that we unfortunately gave them
such good ammunition,

Hon. P. Collier: I only gave you a few
lines. I was mereiful.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: T do not
know that T need dwell further on this mat-
ter. I have been hurt very much during this
dehate this evening. T do not like talking
sentimental pifie. T am essentinlly a man to
whom loyalty is the main question, and 1
have been hurt indeed at hearing reflections
east upon my Premier. 1 «do nof always
agree with him nor does he always agrec
with me, but T say, believing and knowing
it to be true, that he has acted absolutely
honestly and honourably all through this mat-
ter. If he is to receive any censure at the
hands of this Chamber, let e have some of
it too.

Hon. W, C. Angwin;

But this was your busi-

Y.'ou will get some

of it.
Hon. P. Collier: You come in first in the
motion. The Premier ig only concerned in

the secondary ecensuore.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The Pre-
micr has behaved, so far as T know, in a
manly and straightforward way to all mem-
bers of the Cahinet regarding this matter.
I 46 not believe there is the slightest foun-
dation for the suggestion that he has pur-
posely hidden this matter so as to get it
through in the small hours of the morning,
when the House was not fully aware of what
was going on. Sir James Mitchell has too
much sense of honour to steop to matters
such as that, and I am sorry indeed he has
had to listen to statements of that deserip-
tion. Be that as it may, the Iouse can
judge in this matter. TLet members go
through the files. Let them not be satisfied
with g mere eursory eXamination, bui let
them get the four or five files dealing with
this matter and conneet them up and see
where the truth lies. If the IHonse decides
that the appointment of a Royal Commission
to investigate this matter is justified, I think
it will be due to the late Attorney General,
Mr. Robinson, that he shall have seme say in
the matter. He may be able to advance a
different point of view from that held by
members of the Opposition, and in some re-
gpects from that which appeals to me. 1
have given to the House, with what ability 1
have, a straightforward plain statement and
I ask the House to aeccept it.

On motion by Mr. Underwood, debate ad-
Journed.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.
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Legislative CQouncil,

Wednesday, 218t December, 1921,

nge
Assent to Bills ... e s v e OB20

The PRESIDENT tock the Chair at 3
pm., snd read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS,

Message received from the Governor noti~
fying assent to the following Bills:—

1, Recipracal Enforcement of Maintenance
Orders.

2, Bank Holidays Amendment.
3, Gold Buyers.

House adjourned at 8.3 p.m.

TLegislative Hssembly,

Wednesday, 21st December, 1921,

Question : Goldflelds Water Supply Mains 2529
Select: Commlttee ]:loapitaln Bill, Extenaion ol
Tim 2630
Assent to Bills 2680
Motlon : Want of Confldence [n the Government 2530
Standing (ders, Suspension 2581
Bllls - Geoeral Loan and Inscribed Stock Ack Amend-
ment, LR. 2681
Sale of Liguor Regulntwn Act Continuanoe, 1B, 25681
Cloeer Settlernent, 2581
Industrial Arbit.mt.lcm Act. Amendment 33 268t
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

pm., and read prayers,

QUESTION—GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY, MAINS.

Mr., MULLANY (for Mr. MacCallum’
Smith) asked the Minister for Water Sup-
piy: 1, Are the goldfields water mains in a
satisfactory state of repair? 2, What is the
cost of repair of the 30-inch goldfie)ds main
water pipe lina? 3, What is tbe nature of
the repairs? 4, Is it the case that the steel
mains are becoming so pitted and corroded
that their life is now greatly limited? 5, If
g0, how long is it estimated such mains will
last?



