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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
pm., and read prayers.

QUESTION—FREMANTLE DOCK

Mr. BOLTON (without notice) asked
the Premier: Has his attention been
called te an artiele appearing in a daily
paper of to-day’s issue with regard to
the dock at Fremantle. If so, has the
decision of lhe Government o postpone
or abandon the consiruction of that
work been correctly veported 7

The PREMIER veplied: If I under-
stand the hon. member correctly, he has
asked two questions. The first is
whether my aitention had been drawn to
the article; to that I reply “Yes” With
regard  fo the second, the answer is
“NO.”

QUESTION—NORTH-WEST SHIP-
PING, REPORT.

Mr. BOLTON asked the.Premier: 1,
Has the rveport of the Royal Comwis-
sioner (Mr. 8Sinclair) on the North-West
Shipping, eteetera, heen received by the
Government 7 2, If so, when will the re-
pori he made available to this House ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, A depart-
mental report was made by Mr. Sinclair,
which is now under consideration.

QUESTION —EXPORTS,
AND LAMBS.

My, BOLTON asked the Ainister for
Agriculture :  What provision are the
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Government making at Fremantle for
the storage and export of wheat, lambs,
and other produets for the ensuing year?

The HONORARY MINISTER replied :
Shed accommodation is available at Fre-
mantle and North Fremantle. The lamb
season is now over, but the provision of
facilities for next season iz under con-
sideration, 2o also is the accommoda~
fion for fruil for export.

IMMIGRANTS
PERTH.

Mr. COLLIER asked the Premier:
1, What has been the expenditure from
date of openiug to December 1st for
maintenance and upkeep of the Immi-
eranls’ Fome. Perth ¢ 2, What amount
has bheen veceived Ffrom immigrants for
hoard and lodging during the same
period ?

The PREMIER veplied:
ance and upkeep, £269 2s. Gd.
fis. Gd.

QUESTION— HOME,

1, Mainten-
2, £141

QUESTION—STORM-WATER
DRATIN, DAMAGE.

Mr. COLLIER asked the Minister for
Works: 1, What has been the cost to
the Government for damages te pro-
perty caused by the construetion of the
George Street storm-water drain ¢ 2,
What amount (if any) was paid by the
contractors ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, £404 10s. 2, The amount paid
by eontractors is not known.

QUESTION—ROTTNEST ISLAND
COTTAGES.

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Premier:
1. Have a number of coitages on Roti-
nesi Island been granied for fhe use
of several persens during the Tholiday
season ? 2, If so, what are the names
of sueh persons, and what rent, if any,
1s being paid for the use of same ?

The PREMIER replied: 1, No. 2,
There ave three vacant cottages on Rott-
nest Island within the penal settlement
which are occasionally used by Ministers
or officials during the holiday season.
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QUESTION—AUSTRIAN 1MMI-
GRANTS.

Mr. A, A WILSOXN asked the Pre-
mier: 1, I's he aware of the faci that two
of the Austrians who landed in Fre-
mantle from ihe German steamship
““Roon’" proceeded to Collie, where they
arrived pennijless, and had {o secure the
serviees of an interpreter to enable ikem
to apply to the Resident Magisiraie for
rations 7 2, If not. will the Premier
cause inguiries to be made into the
maiter 7
The PREMIER rephed: 1.
Yes. :

Na,

QUESTION—LAXD - SETTLEMENT,
SPECIAL SCHEME.

Mr. JACOBY asked the FPremier:
When he cexpects suflicient progress to
he made with the details of the special
land setflement scheme to enable all the
men selecied o take possession of the
holdings alloved them ?

The PREMIER replied: Thirty-five of
the men are now settled on their blocks,
whilst sufficient additional areas for the
remainder have been surveved. Wells
are now being put down =0 as to enzure
a water supply priov to ihe men taking
up their residence on their blocks.

QUESTION —GRAIN HARVEST
ESTIMATES,

Mr. JACOBY asked the Preuier: 1,
Iz he aware that the official estimates
of the approaching grain harvest in all
the Australian Siates, with the excepfion
of Western Ausiralia, were published
some time ago? 2, When may the esti-
mate for this State be expected?

The PREMIER replied: 1, The ofticial
estimate for Vietoria hag heen received
by the Government, buf not from the
other Staies of the Commonwealth. 2,
The information has been delaved thronzh
the unusually heavy amount et work 1o
he done by 1he inspectors of the Lands
Department.  Special efforts are being
made to obtain fizures from the few dis-
tricis which have not vet supplied them,
and the estimate should ke ready within
one week.
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QUESTION—TUBERCULOSIS IX
COWS.

Mr. JACOBY asked the Minmster for
Agniculiure: 1, Is it true, as stated in
vesterday’s Morning Herald, that one of
the cows condemned last July by the
Central Board of Health was slaughtered
at the Zoological Gardens vesterday in
the presence of Mr. R, E. Weir, Chief
Veterinary Surgeon, Mr. J. A, Kineella,
Government Dairy Expert, and Mr, E. A,
Le Souef, V.8.. and tound by them iv be
in a very good condition of health, prae-
tically free from tuberculosiz and quite
fit for the supply of pure milk. 2, Has
the Minisier received froim any of the
above-mentioned experls a report or re-
ports concerning this cow, and if so, will
he pleaze embody it or them in his reply
to this question? 3, Is it not true that
twa months or so agze a posi mortem ex-
amination was made upon another of the
condemned animals, with the result that
it was found free of any disease that
wonld necessitate itz death or execlusion
from a dairy herd? 4, In view of the
practieal evidence provided by the two
post mortem examinations referred to, is
he still of opinion that the dvasiic order
for the destruction of 91 cows should pow
be carried ont? 5, Has the Minister re-
ceived a report from the Chief Velerin-
ary Officer on the general subject of the
poliex pursued by the Central Bourd of
Health in this matter?  If so, what is the
nature of the veport?

The HONORARY MINISTER ve-
phed: 1, No. The aninal was diseased
and manifested tuberculosis in two en-
tirely separaie series of glands, vne of
which was in a breaking-down stage. As
is frequently the case in advanced tuber-
culosis the general condition of the emw
was good. 2. Yes, from one officer. On
receipt of other reparts called for the
information will be gsiven. 3, No. XNo
properly-comducted post mortem  exam-
mmarion of any of the condemned cows
haz  shown that they were free from
tuberculosis. 4, In re ihe post mortem
examination: this question is answered
by the replies to Nos. 1 and 3. The
orders for destruclion are contingent
and only made on the refusal by the
dairvinen fo brand and remove the dis-
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eased cows from thetr dairy herds to an
approved paddock. &, The report on the
general question was signed jointly by
Drs. Lovegrove and Cleland and DMessrs.
Weir and Crosby, and was read to the
House on the Sth inst.

QUESTION — MEAT  COMMISSION

REPORT.

Mv. HARDWICK asked the Premier:
1, When will this House receive the report
of the Roval Commission appoinied to
consider the meat guestion? 2, Have all
the witnesses heen paid their expenses
for attending and giving evidence? 3,
If so, what amount?

The PREMIER veplied: 1, The report
will be handed toe His Excellency the
Governor to-morrow. 2, No. 3, No ex-
penses have been paid, with the exception
of a sum of £1 for horse-hire to enable
one witness to attend a sitting at Nor-
tham.

BILL—FIRE BRIGADES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Introduced by the Treasurer.
The TREASURER (Hon. Frank Wil-
son) moved—
That the Bill be now read a first
fime,

Mr. HEITMANN: Was this a long
Bill @ Was there any intention to pui if
through this session?

The TREASURER : Tt was intended
to put it through this session. It was only
a small Bill in conneeciion with borrow-
ing powers.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a first fime.

PAPERS—RAILWAY INDUSTRIAL
. AGREEMENTS.
Ministes’s Statement during Election.
Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison} moved—
That all pupers in connection iith
the disputes, conferences, industrial
agreements, and indusivial arbitralion
case between the Minister and Commis-
sioner of Roilways and the ralway
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employees e years 1904 and 1905
be laid upon the Table.
He said : I have worded my motion in
this way to give the Minister for Rail-
wavs every opportunity to get all the in-
formation available on the matter that
I am bringing forward to-day. During
the recent election eampaign at Menzies,
the tacfies adopted by the Minister for
Railways were anything but honourable
or fair. On more than one occasion
deliberate misstatements were made about
myself as to the time when I had the
honour of heing Minister for Railways.
Going through the distriet I found that
statements, calexlated to do me a eon-
siderable amount of injury, bad been
published  hroadeast  throughout  the
various parts of the Menzies electorate.
1 believe in fighting and in fighting hard,
hut T despise any man who will adopt
tacties unworthy of a man contesting a
seat for Parliament or doing anything
te better his position. If a man, in order
to try to raise himself, has to make false
statements at the expense of another
man, he should not receive any econ-
sideration in this House or anywhere. T
do not intend to deal with all the siaie-
ments made during that campaign, but on
more than one occasion men came to me,
when T was in the distriet for fwo or
three davs, and pointed owl to me that ah-
solutely unfair statements had been made
in connection with myself as to the e
when I was administering the Railway
Depariment.
Mr. Collier :
thetn made.
My, HOLMAN @ We all know that,
hut I am only going to proiect myself in
this instance. I think other members are
quite able to do the same for themselves.
I have a leafler here which was pub-
lished by the Minister ; it will show whai
value can be placed on a thing like this
that was published by the Minizter during
the campaign.  In the verv first state-
nteitt 1= the point to whieh I took excep-
tien, and I think T will prove that the
sfotements made by the Minister on that
aceagion and in ihis article were absn-
lutely untrue. It is  headed “Are the
railway men sweafed 2 Mr. Bath’s siate-
ment disproved,” Then it 2oes on to say:

There were senres of
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“On several occasions Mr, Baili has
made statements to the effeci that the
arhitratien award in regard to the rail-
way men had heen taken advantage of
by the Minister for Railways, whe
to prove the inaceuracy of such asser-
tions, haz made ihe following state-
ment :—One charge that has heen wade
withoui any effort to substantiate it is
that I have connived at sweaiing upon
the railways. To fully realise the
sitnaiion it is necessary to go hack to
1905. At that time, My, Holman being
Minister for Railwayvs, the men were
working under an indusirial agreement.
The men desived concesgions which the
Commissioner would not grant, and it
ie clenrly evident that they received no
assistance in any shape or furm from
AMr. Holman. or from Mr. Johnson
who sueceeded him,  Appeal after ap-
peal was made to ¥Mr., Holman without
effect. The relations hetween the Com-
missioner and the association daily
grew maore strained, with the result
ihat on the 25th July, 1903, the
Commissioner notified the Clerk of
the Awards of his intention to rvefirve
from the industrial agreement under
which they had previously worked, this
taking effect on the 24th day of August,
1905, the second last day of AMr.
Johnson’s administration of the Rail-
ways, with the rvesult that both the
parties were forced into the Arbitra-
tion Courf. 1 have been hlamed for
not interfering with the Commissioner
in the interests of the workmen. hut
what did Mr. Holman and Mr. Jehn-
gon do when they were in a position
io voice their elaims? They stand
chareed by their own followers with
apathy and neglect, and ignoving in
every wayv the demands of the men
for a renewal of the indusirial agree-
ment.”

I do not intend to deal with any of the
statemenis made in connection with M.
Johnson, bui these remarks are made re-
lative io myself. Mr. Johnson is able to
look afier himszelf in a matter like this,
as on a previous oceasion when The
proved ithat certain statements made in
this =ame rag were utterly wrong., After
this statemeni the Minisier went on {o
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rive a lot of figures that it would be a
uselexs waste of time to gou inte on ihia
occasion. He said farther on:—

“This short history of past events
should convinee the railway men and
wage-earners generally that I took up
a =irong attitude on their behalf, in
striking eontrast to that adopted either
by Mr. Holiman or Mr. Johnzon when
they oecupied ihe position of Minister
for Railways”

In eomnection with this matler the Min-
ister =a1d—

“To fully realise the siiuation it is
necessary to go hack to 1905. At that
time Mr. Hohvan being Minister for
Railways, the men were working under
an ndusfrral agveement. The men de-
sired coneessions which the Commis-
sioner would not grant, and it is clearly
evident that they received no assist-
ance in any shape or form from Mr,
Holman or from M. Johnson, who
sueceeded him.  Appeal after appeal
was made 1o Mr. Holman without
effect.”

And then he goes on to say that T was
practically responsible for forcing these
men to the Arhitration Court.

The Miuster for Railiways @ 1 gave
the dates.

Mr. HOLMAN : T am not quoting
the whole article, but T want to deal with
the statement that T did noihing to assist
these men. that I was practically one of
those who forced them into ihe Axbitra-
tion Conrt: and in dealing with this ques-
tion it is necessary for me fo go back
to 1904, The TLabour Government as-
sumed office in August, 1904, and when
the House adjourned I went to the Mur-
chison and was away several weeks. I
came back some time in September, and
shortly after that the House sat, but at
the first opppriunity after I  veturned
from my visit to the Murchison T made
it my business to see the Commissioner
of Railways and go into the position with
hin.  An industrial agreement had ex-
pired on the 1st January. 19041, and sinece
then. until T assumed ihe position of Min-
ister for Railways, efforis had been made
by the railway union fo bring abhount a
conference with a view to settling the in-
dustrial irouble and getting an industrial
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agreement made. These men eould not
get a conference with the Commissioner
of Railwavs, and shortly after I assumed
office the secretary of the union ealled
upon me and asked if ¥ could arrange a
conference,  Previously 1 had seen fhe
Commissioner, and he had asked what was
the policy of the Labour Government in
connection with the railway employees.
1 informed him that it was fo treat the
emplovees in a fair and just manner, to
have industrial agreements made with
every branch of the employees so far as
it was possible to make them ; heeause,
as 1 smd at the time, if the Government
could not make industrial agreements
and give their employees fair terms, it
would he unfair to ask outside emplovers
to adept a course the Government thewm-
selves would not undertake. The Com-
missioner kad for some eonsiderable time
refused to hold any communication with
the men, but when I assumed office,
Mr, Casson, the seevetary of the railway
union, rang me up on the telephone, and
I told him to come around and see me.
This he did, and immediately he came
into my office, without econsulting the
Commissioner, I arranged for a confer-
ence to be held on a certain date. with the
ubderstanding that if the Commissioner
dil not have time o go into the matter
on that date he could fix a suitable time
when he could go fully into the ques-
tion, When Mr. Casson left my office
T informed the Commissioner, and T told
him of the date of the conference and
that if it were not satisfactory he could
arrange a different day when he could
meet the men. The first eonference was
held on the 21st September. 1 attended
the opening of the econference after
bringing the two hodies together, the em-
plover, that is the nominal emplover, and
the emplovees. 1 said that I was de-
sirous that an industrial agreement should
bhe imade, and that T was satisfied fair
and just treatment could be brought about
between Lhe Commissioner and the men.
I mentioned that Mr. Casson had rung me
up on the telephone, and I said I con-
sidered it would be a good epportunity
to discuss the matter, hecause I was al-
ways of 1he opinion that if men went to

a eonference diftieulties could be satis-
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factorily sertled. I also stated that I
was anxious that the whole of the rail-
way employees should helong to one
union, because 1 was satisfied that ene
industrial dispute could be seitled more
easily than half a dozen. So far as that
body of men was concerned I think T
have shown that everything possible was
done to bring about a setilement, bhut I
will go into that matter a little more
fully later on. However, lo show what
was done while I was Minisier, and what
was carvied out hy the Comumissioner
after eonsulting with me and getting my
views and ideas, I have something here
which 1 shall quote. We heard the Min-
ister for Railways a little while ago point-
ing out what was done in fixing up one
or two industrial agreements, When T
was in office, after 1 returned from the
Aurchison, there was an azresent drawn
up with the boilermakers on the 29th
QOetober ; it was to lnst for three vears,
Then on the lst November an industrial
agreement was signed between the Com-
misgioner and the Amalgamated Society
of Engineers ; that was also for three
vears. Another agreement was signed on
the 2nd Novewber between the Comnns-
sioner and the Coastal Trou, Brass and
Metal Moulders’ Union; that was to last
for three years. On the 19th Septewher
an agreement for three vears was made
with the West Australian Locomotive En-
gine-drivers, Firemen and Cleaners’ Union.
So four industrial agreemenis were made
witly fonr different bodies of men for a
period of three years. The main diffi-
culty in the way was with regard to the
W.A. Society of Railway Emplovees. As
T have said, the Commissioner refused to
meet that body. I dealt with the matter
and arranged a conference myself hy
whicl the Commissioner was to meet the
men. I took part at the conference whieh,
however, was not completed when T had
to leave for Parliament House. There
wns mnch business for me to do in Par-
fiament at that time and T remember
well that there were two measures which
I had to introduce by second reading
speeches on that dayx. There were alse
several ofher matters in which T was tak-
ing an aetive part aml which bad to be
dealt with. The ficst conference was
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helil on the 2ist Sepiember, and at that
time the whole question was pone into,
but not fatly or  therough!y. It was
arranged, however, that a further eon-
ferenee should be held on the 9th Novem-
her, This met in due cowrse and another
one was held on the 1l6ith November to
deal with the guestion in dispuote.

The Minister for Railways :
was the first eonference held ?

Mr. HOLMAXN ¢ In the oflice of the
Commis=sioner of Railway=. That wns the
one on the 21zt September. I was pre-
sent. At the meetings held on the 9th
and 16th Novewber some 30 or G0 of the
matters in dispule were  practically
settled.

The Minister for Rmlways :
nothing on the file to show it.

Mr. HOLMAN :  Then there should
be. I have my own notes which I took
at the time the conference was held. It
took place in the Commissioner’s office
and the Press wece exclunded.

The Jinister for Railways : Do you
say (lLat prior to artanging a dJday the
Commissioner would not meet the repre-
sentative of the union?

Mr. HOLMAN: Yes, and I arranged
the eonference myself. 1t was because
it was stated to me at the time that the
Commissioner would noi meet the repre-
sentalives of the union that T made the
ill"l'ﬂil_'_!el]l(’.llrs-

The Minister  for Railways :
trouble with Casson ocecurred later,

Mr. HOLMAXN: As the question at
issue was a big one I took a consider-
able part in the proceedings myself, for
I was auxions that a faiy settlement all
round should be made. At the confer-
ence held in November almost all the
matters were fixed up; that is with the
exception of about six. We were very
busy at that itme and no further pro-
gress was made for some little time
afterwards. The seeretary of the rail-
way Employees’ Union waited on me and
then there was a deputation some time
in April, 1903, T saw the Commissioner
in conneetion with this matter and he
not onlv refused to meet the men but
praetically refused to have any confer-
ence with Mr. Casson. ihe seeretary of

Where

There is
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the union. I wrote a minute which was
preity =trongly worded. I do not know
the exact words, but the effect was that
as the law i (his State allowed men to
form unions and to have matters fixed
up either through 1he Avbitration Court
or by industrial agreements, the unions
mnst be reengnised. I stated that what-
ever persomal feeling Mr., George had
awainst My, Casson he had to recognise
ihe latter ns the mouthpiece of the union
he represented. I oagain bronght them
info eommunicatinn with one another.
Shortly aficrwards T met the Comnis-
sioner and we went into the whole of the
six watiers in-dispute. I gave him my
idens upon fhem, and said that he and the
men were to fix up as many points as
thex eould in conneetion with the dispute.
and then T would arvange for the bal-
ance fo he referred back to me and
would take the responsibility myself of
seeing that they were fixed up and an in-
dostrinl awreement brought into exist-
ence.

The Uinister for Railways: Have you
the dale of that minute ?

Mve. HOLMAN: I do not remember
the date. Tt was a strongly worded
mitmie and I remember I wrote it at

a time when Mr. Casson was in my
office.
The Minister for Railways : About

when wounld that be ¢
Mr. HOLMAN: Some time early in

1905, A depuiation waited upon me
from the Railway Emplovees' Union
some time in April and I went into all

the matters in dispute. I then ex-
pressed my opinien on those questions.
I was not afiraid to express an opinion
on any question that cropped up. and
I was satisfied that the claims of the
men were absolutely just. Afrer hold-
ing that eonference with the representa-
tives of the men I sent on a copy of the
proceedings to the Commissioner, ae-
companied by a minute in which I
stated that T had met ihe vailway em-
plevees’ representatives and that in my
opinion their diffienlties should be fixed
up. 1 then asked the Commissioner to
meet the men and see that the trouble
was satisfaelorily settled. T asked him
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to treat the malter as an urgent one,
as the position was serious. Just priov
lo that matters were almost completed
when the railway employees held their
annunal picnic. In replying to the toast
of the Minister for Railways, I stated
that matters were proeeeding saiisfae-
torily and T hoped that in the near
future they would be more favourable
than they were at that time. [ said
we were there not to speak on matters
in eonnection with ihe policy of the
Government or with the railways, but
to enjoy ourselves. Unfortunately some
indisereet remarks were made by re-
presentatives of the employees which the
Commissioner took exception, to. I was
then anxious for the matfer to he fixed
np and I met rhe men in cenference and
arvanged that they should again see the
Commissioner. After that (he Commis-
sioner wrote to the represenfatives of
the union and stated he would meet
them. Just about this time the Commis-
sioner left Western Australia to attend
a commissioners’ conference, dnd it was
Lis absence that prevented the martter
being fixed up definitely once and for
all. He did not return from the Kastern
States for two or three months and ar-
rived back early in June. ur late in May,
I am not sure which. Just about that
time I intended to go to the Murchison
and the last letter I wrote as Minister
for Railways was sent at that time.
In that letter I asked the Commissioner
to fix the whole matter up. 1 gave him
in detail my opinions as to how the ques-
tion should be seitled and specially
stated ihat the bowrs of work should
be fixed in the agreement at 48 a week
as the Government had earried a reso-
Intion in Parliament some time pre-
vipugly that the eight houwrs a day
prineipte should he brought inte foree
in the railways, wherever passible. An-
other question was that of employees
performing higher duties, and I said
strongly in that leiter that men per-
forming higher duties should veeeive a
higher rate of pay, as the Arbitration
Court had decided on that point when T
myself ‘applied for an interpretation
of an award. Anoiher point in dispute

was that of the goldfields allowance,
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and I expressed my opinion strongly
that if the salaried staff received from
£30 to £50 a year goldfields allowance
the ordinary labourers and low paid men
should reecive what they were asking
for, namely, one and sixpence a day
as a goldfields allowance., Another mat-
ter in dispute was the question of in-
crement. I did not know very much
about that and was not too strong un ir.
The question of aceident pay was in dis-
pute also, and I gave my opinion that
workmen who were injured should re-
ceive half pay from the dav they met
with the injury. I pointed ov. that that
was practically the law in New Zealand
and that it was intended to introduce an
amendment to that end to the Workers’
Compensation Act here. I was admini-
stering the Aect at that time as Minister
for Labour and I was of opinion that
we should pay aceident pay from the day
on which the injury was received. The
reason why I eould not settle these mar-
ters at once myself was because 1 was
leaving for the AMurchison. The letter
to whieh I have just referred wus the
last I wrote as Minister and I defv any
individual to say correetly or with fair-
ness that I did not do everything pos-
sible while a Alinister to hring ahoul
a settlement of the difficulties herween
the men and the Commissioner. Had
there been time for me to do it T wauld
have made the agreement then. So far
as I was concerned the remarks I made
to the Commissioner were that no bady
of workmen in the railways should be
forced 'into the Arbitration Court while
1 was Mipister. #lad I remained in
office long enongh the agreement would
have been fixed up. Several circum-
slances were against the drawing up of
the agreement and, as I say, had I buat
had the time there would have been an
agreement for three years. It would
have been completely satisfactory to the
assoeiation.  The Minister made deli-
herate und wilful misstntements against
me in the course of the election. I do
not know why he did so or why I was
rought into the question at all mr why
he shonld endeavour by making false
stniemenls in connection with me when

T was Minister—
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The Minister for Railways: On a point
of order the hou, meber should noi
use that word,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must not nse the words “false statement.”

AMr. HOLMAN: 1 was dealing with
the man and not a member of Parlia-
went, althmah he was the Minister for
Railways at that ttme. I have not only
snid it here but T have said it in publie
elsewherc and I will do so anywhere the
Minister likes. 1 will make exaetly the
same sfatement anywhere. This is the
wirve I sent- {o Mr. Scaddan when [ saw
what the $inister had published in a
pamphlet or in an electioneering sheel
in whieh he asked for the support of
the men.

AMr. SPEAKER: The hon. member had
better use ithe word “incorvect.” although
at the time the remark was made the
Minister was not a member of Parliament,

Mr. HOLMAN: Had I been there T
would have used a stronger word.

Mr. SPEARER: You wmust comply
with the requirements of the House.

Mr. HOLMAN: I will endeavour fo
do so, and aet i accordance with the rules
of the House. The wire I sent to Mr.
Seaddan was as follows:—

“Gregory's statement with reference
to myself when Minister published in
an appeal to the electors absolutely
talse, Will immediately vesign my
seat if he can prove his statement. I
publiely accuse him of making mis-
leading and |ying statements, Authorize
vou to repeat this to the Press and all
centres.”

Mr. Scaddan: And I may say T did so.

Mr. HOLMAX : T saw the sfatement in
the North Coolgardie Herald and know-
ing it was owned or largely owned by the
Minister I took no notice of it: but when
the Minister adopted such taetics as to
publish in electioneering sheets a state-
ment which is absolutely ineorrect I con-
sidered it was time for me lo protect
myself,  Now, when my telegram was
placed before the Minister for Railways,
this is what lte said. This I may say is
another budget of faets for the electors
to digest. This is No, 2, Tt is headed
“The Railway Service. Attitude of Min-
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isters towards ihe workers,” and it
reads—

“Mr, Seaddan haz received a wire
from Mr. Holman, M.L.A., whe is

stationed at Waverley, pending pro-

oress of eleetion, stating thai he chal-

lenges the statemeni by Ar. Gregory,
rewarding  his  {Helman’s) aetion in
recard to the railway warkers whilst

Minister. Asked if he had anything

to say in rvegard to the matter, Mr,

Cregory remarked that the statements

he had made were based upon faets,

ad in support of his statement he

quated the following extracts from a

metropnlitan  paper, dated Jamuary,
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Then e quoted certain facts from a Perth
paper. If T were to quote a statement
made in ihe same paper about the same
Minister 1 would be ordered out of the
Chamber.

The Minister for Railways :
put upon your file.

AMr, HOLAMAN: Certainly, T always
put such statements on my file. It would
be better if yvou did the same.

The Minister for Railiways:
interfere with the railway Gles.

Mr. HOLMAN: The statements made
were absolutely wilful and deliberate mis-
statements and no man with a spark of
henesty could make sueh statements, ahso-
hufely ineorveet ag they ave. This is the
author the Minister for Railways quotes
as his authority; and when we know that
the information was given hy one recently
dizmisszed from the service we know what
reliance can he placed upon those state-
ments. The Minister for Railways like a
lizard on a warm stone, went out of his
way to try and crawl back into the sun-
shine and keep another man out of the
warmth, At a place I visited myself he
made statements aud spoke rather
strongly, though not =zo strongly as he
would have spoken had I not been there
to defend myself. Not only was that
dene, bat individual men have come to me
and informed me of his statements made
in connection with myself when 1 was
Minister for Railways—statements that
were absolutely incorrect. However, those
statements are matters of personal con-
cern hetween the Minister and the man

It iwas

I do not
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to whom he was talking. But these other
statements were made publicly, and no
man with a spark of hononr conld have
made them. We must expeet at times,
when a man’s blood gets a little warm,
that he will make statements a liitie
. strong; because T maintain that if a man
can sit coolly down at all times when he
is trying to fight for the people of the
State, his blood must he milk anl water
and something else. If we arve fighting
streng men in a strong eause we some-
times use strong language, although per-
haps we are sorry for it afterwards; but
when a man in eold blood makes state-
ments that are absolutely untrme T
maintain that the man is not fit to he a
mentber of this House or to he Minister
for Railwavs; hecaunse sueh a man will
stoop fo the lowest possible level. He
makes ineorrect statements and when the
fae' is pointed out to him he tries to erawl
oui of them. T have fought on behalf of
labour for many years, but I defy any
individual to point te one instance in
which 1 have not done my hest for the
interests of the workers, and af the same
time endeavaured to prevent trouble. If
members will only give a fair and a just
vote on the faets I have placed before
them I am satisfied that the unanimous
vate of this House will be miven on the
side of justice and truth; and that hon.
members will mainiain that the statements
made by the Minister for Railways are
totally ineorreet, unjusi and unealled for.
I move the motion,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(Hon. H. Gregory): The hon. member
savs his politieal reputation has been
assailed by me in connection with the re-
cent elections. He says that statements
T have made have thrown a tarmish upon
his politieal veputation. T think that the
attitude of the hon. member. and the
language he has used here to-day fully
uphald  the reputation he haz enjoyved
ever sinée he came into (his Parliament.

Mr. Scaddan: No stronger than vou
used at Mount Ida in my presence.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon, member kept outside.

Mr. Scaddan: T heard yon eall men
. unmitizated liars.
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
In connection with the statements made
at Mount Ida it had been said that I was
interested in the purchase of certain hat-
tery parts. I declared that the per=on
who made that stalement was an un-
mitigated liar. I say it again. I am not
talking to any hon. member of this
House; no member of this House made
it to my knowledge. Tt was made by wy
opponent.

Mr. Scaddan: He made it on ile
authority of statements made hy members
of this Chamber.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Then it was a scandalous stalement. No
perzon here dares io  insinuate for a
single moment that I was ever interested
in ihe purchase of those parts.

Mr, Scadden: The siaiement made hy
Mr. Buzacott was that you tried to
suppress the report of the State Batiery
Inquiry Board. You said he waz an
unnntigaied har, .

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
No; I said that in conneetion with the
seandalous statement 1ade with regard
to the purchase of battery paris. 1 s<hall
go into this matter more fully later on.
I shall give the whole partienlars to the
Press, more especially in eonnection with
the statement made with regard to sec-
tavianism. I do not want tv keep the
House on (his matter now, hut I shall
eive a full report to the Press to show
wheve all these statemenis have ovigi-
nated. If one wants to descend to
scandalous abuse it i1s only necessary to
read the cireular letter sent out asking
for funds, appealing to the electors. and
which was authorised by J. Seaddan.
However, I do not want to deal with thar
here to-night. The question is, did 1. in
conneetion with this election, say any-

thing reflecting upon the honour of
the hon, member opposite. In  re-

speet to this last election I made prae-
tically only one speech; that is to sav,
1 stuck to the same notes right through
the whole piece, and this matter which
is here printed was writien by myself
and forms part of an electoral appeal.
Tn dealing with these charees made (ime
afier time to the effect that while the
tovernment gave eertain promises to the
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railway men we have always endea-
voured to sweat these employees—in my
speech to the people of my constitueney
I was answering the charge made by
hon. members opposite, that we had
tried to sweat the railway men, and I
‘was endeavouring to point out that as
far as my actions were concerncd they
were very different from the actions
of certain others. Having been charged
with sweating these men I was in every
sense justified in trying to put as clear a
statement as possible before the people
to show them what we had done. This
is what T said—

‘“ One charge that has been made
without any effort to substantiate it
is that I have connived at sweating
upon the railways. To fully realise
the situation it is necessary to go back
to 1905. At that time, Mr. Holman
being Minister for Railways, the men
were working under an industrial
agreement. The men desired conces-
sions which the Commissioner would
not grant, and it is clearly evident
that they received no assistanee in any
shape or form from Mr. Holman, or

from Mr. Johuson, who suceceeded
him.”’
Mr. Swan : That is not true.

Mr. SPEAKER: The
must not say that,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member does not know much
about the rules of the House so it does
not matter. I went on to state—

‘¢ Appeal after appeal was made to

My. Holman svithout effect. The re-

lations between the Commissioner and

the association daily grew more
strained, with the result that on the
25th July, 1905, the Commissioner
notified the clerk of the awards of his
intention to retire from the industrial
agreement under which they had pre-
viously worked, this taking effect on
the 24th day of August, 1905, the
second last day of Mr. Johnson’s ad-
ministration of the railways, with the
result that both the parties were foreed
into the Arbitration Court. I have
heen blamed for not interfering with
the Commissioner in the interests of
the workmen; but what did Mr. Hol-

36)

hon. member
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man or. Mr. Johnsor do when they
were in a positien to voice their

~claims? They stand charged by their
own followers with apathy and ne-
glect, and with ignoring in every way
the demands of the men for a renewal
of the industrial agreement, and ulti-
mately forcing them into the Arbi-
tration Court. Do not forget that it
was the members of the Labour Gov-
ernment who were in power when the
industrial agreement was so suddenly
terminated and arbitration forced up-
on them. And the result of the ap-
peal was disastrous to the workmen,

" as the figures I will give you will
show.’”’ .

That was the langnage I used in con-
nection with this matter. I then went
on to say that the rates of wages paid
to the men discloses in nearly every in-
stance a higher rate than that set down
under the award. The hon. member
who has just spoken says as far as he
was concerned this is not correct. He
might easily have said nothing. I think
the hon. member was more troubled
about some questions whiech were asked
him when he was out in the back country,
and that may make him a little: more
bitter. When I heard the hon. member
was going to eertain parts I said, ‘“ You
might ask him who paid a portion of his
election expenses when he was first
elected to Parliament.”” 1 did it, and
there is nothing I have heen more
ashamed of in my life.

Mr. Bolton: There is plenty you ought
to be more ashamed of.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Chickens come home to roost occasion-
ally, and mine have come home very
The hon. member
has spoken of this matter, and said the
Railway Commissioner refused to meet
the men in connection with this confer-
ence. There was no question of a con-
ference until a wire was sent on the 19th
September.  The hon. member sent a
wire to the Commissioner as follows:—

‘‘ Deputation consisting of Railway

Association’s  Conference  desirous
meeting you and me; would Wed-
nesday 2 o'clock suit you? Wire im-
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mediately if convenient or-state any
more suitable arrangement.’’

This was the wire the hon. member tells

us of when the Commissioner would not

meet the railway workmen—that is the

W.A.G.R. Association—but he sends a

wire and arranges a conference.” That is

the wire which was sent on the 19th

September. Here is a letter on the 23rd

August from the general seeretary of the

W.A.G.R. Association; it is as follows:—

¢ In reply to your letter of the 18th
instant, I have to inform you that the
matter referred to will have full con-
sideration, and as I hope to be in a
position to meet your delegates very
shortly now, anything further may be
left until then.”’

‘Apparently the member was misinformed
when he said the Railway Commissioner
would not meet these men. Again, on
the 8th September we have this letter
from the Commissioner to the general
secretary (Mr. Casson)—

‘¢ Referring to the conference we
had a little time ago, by which I
understood distinetly from your mem-
bers that they desired to have one
agreement including the whole of the
persons employed by this department,
I have to say that I have communi-
cated with the unions who signed the
tradesmen’s  agreement, and the
Amalgamated Society of Engineers,
and the moulders, decidedly object to
vour proposition, and state that you
have nothing like a majority of the
tradesmen in your society.”

And so on. We find the Commissioner

was dealing with the Secretary of the

W.A.G.R. at that time. Then we have

Mr. Casson saying on 16th September—

1 am directed, in reply to your

communication of the 8th instant, to-

inform you that this Society has de-
cided that it is prepared to meet you
with a view to further discussing the
classifications of the servants, but
while they do not stipulate as a hard
and fast rule that it will be one and
only one agreement, at the same time
they are not prepared to discuss these
matters jointly with other unions,
neither are thev prepared to sign any
agreement jointly with other unions.’’
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So that the Comimissioner and the secre-
tary of this association were quite in
touch with these matters. There was
correspondence, and as far as my
memory serves me the whole trouble
between the Commissioner and the secre-
tary of this assoeiation occurred at the
time of one of the railway employees’
pienies, when Mr. Casson made some re-
marks in reference to the Commissioner
which he resented. From that date the
Commissioner refused to have anything
to do with Mr. Casson, for some time at
any rate, and refused .to meet him in
any shape or form.

My, Holman: Have you the minutes
of the first econference?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS :
The papers do not show that any con-
ference took place, but from what the
hon. member has told me I believe the
conference did take place, because I saw
his telegram asking for a conference.
There is a letter here containing a list
of matters to be brought before the con-
ference. Still, I would not admit a con-
ference was held, because it says here,
¢ T beg to forward you a list of matters
which it is desired should be laid before
you,’’ but there is nothing to show on
the file that a conference was held, in
any shape or form, except some short-
hand notes at the bottom. The
papers will be laid on the Table pre-
sently. That is all we have to show that
the conference was held. The conference
may have taken place, I believe it did,
but it will make no difference in any
shape or form. The fact that a confer-
ence does not improve the conditions of
the workmen only emphasises the posi-
tion. We find the hon. member is ‘“ be-
tween the devil and the deep blue sea,’’
for the members of the association
were desiring certain things to be done,
and the Commissioner was on the other
side, and it ended by nothing being done.
The hon. member indulged in a lot of
talk about the railway work and the
Commissioner himself, but he did not
do anything during the whole time
he was in office as to this special agree-
ment. I said the men desired to have
certain concessions and the Commis-
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sioner refused to grant these conecessions,
and I say the hon. member was standing
between the Commissioner and the work-

men. And what was the result of his
efforts?
Mr. Holman: They received the rate

of wages and no reduction the whole
time I was there.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
They were asking for certain conces-
siuns; here is the list of the concessions
asked for.

Mr. Bath: They were narrowed down
to five or six, the hon.: member said.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
I can only go by the file and the file
<does not show more.

Mr. Holman : It will be at the Mines
Office. :

The MINJSTER FOR RAILWAYS:
If ‘they are at the Mines Office then
they are at the office. I have not the
official records in my pocket. A per-
usal of the file will show that this is
the only accusation I made against the
hon. member in conneetion with the
industrial dispute. There was frietion
between the men and the Commissioner
when flhe hon. member was in power
and he did nothing to alleviate the con-
dition of the men. The member may have
tried on several occasions to get some
conecession pranted to the men, but it
ended in nothing. It does not appear
to me that anything was done. The
hon. member attacked me because T
«quoted from an extract that was on the
file placed there when he himself was
Minister for Railways. 1 had nothing

"to do with placing the extract there,
I was surprised to see it on the file.
Here we have this railway servant—
and I think T ean put my finger on the
man who wrote this; he has done more
harm for the railway workmen than all
the others put together, including the
hon. member himself. My belief is that
this was written by Mr. Casson.

M7, Bolton: Done more harm you say?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Yes, done more harm.

Mr. Bolton: Not so much as you have.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
‘That is a matter of opinion. This article
charges the Minister with refusing to
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take any action. He says here—and
the man who writes this knows all about
the Railway Act—

““Mr. Holman, the Minister for
Railways, absolutely refuses to take
a hand in the abolition of the agree
ment; he has already announced that
the Commissioner is paramount in the
railways, therefore he cannot extend
a friendly helping hand to the em-
ployees.”’

He goes on dealing with all the other

- regulations framed; he thoroughly under-

stands the position from a railway point
of view. He then writes in the same
class of language that the hon. member
indulged in with regard to myself which
I purposely kept out of any of the
notes which were published in connec-
tion with the matter. Anything offen-
sive, and there were some very dirty
and very offensive things said here, I re-
frained from bhaving -printed in connec-
tion with this matter. During the time
that the member for Murchison was in
charge of the railways, no benchit to the
men was effected. After this we have
a long interview between Mr. Casson in
the Press. He writes nearly two
columns of matter pointing out frequent
breaches of the previous agreement and
so on, and by no word does he mention
the Minister in the nature of an appeal
to him, or in any form whatever. Ap-
parently he followed up the opinions
voieced in this other article, saying that
the Minister shielded himself hehind
the Railway Act which made the Com-
missioner paramount on questions of that
sort. As far as I ean see by these files
the member has, as he stated, written
to the Commissioner on two oceasions
pointing out that certain things required
to be done. He does not issue any in-
structions, he does not send the matter
to Cabinet so as to get something done
for the men, but he says he believes
that certain things ean and should be
done, but be refrains from interfering
in any shape or form. T am only going
by the files, they show no record of the
hon. member having done anything. I
have been told since that the hon. mem-
ber has interfered with the Commis-
sioner in regard to the industrial agree-
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ment under which the men were work-
ing. I was pointing out in this paper,
which the hon. member takes such ex-
ception to and which eompelled him fto
use the language he did this evening,
. that in regard to this agreement when
the men were in trouble, they received
no assistance from the hon. member.
To go a little further, while the Leader
of the Gpposition was 1n office and while
the member for Guildford was a Mini-
ster, at that time, Mr. George, the then

Comnmnissioner, served a notice on the men .

withdrawing from the industrial agree-
ment, so that there was no chanece of
having an industrial agreement. He
sent that notice to the eclerk of the
Arbitration Court, and it was served on
the 25th July. The notice was of inten-
tion to retire from the agreement one
month later, and on the date mentioned
he retired from the industrial agreement.
The l.eader of the Opposition and the
member for Guildford had an oppor-
tunity of doing something for the men,
because they were Ministers at that
time. and the Leader of the Opposition
was oue whe has induced me to make
this statement. If it had not been for
the hon. member’s charges that we are
sweating the workers, I would not have
hothered, but the hon. member tried to
make the country believe that I was
endeavouring to sweat the workers and
was making ecouomies in that way. I
was going before my constituents, and
in decent langnage I put my case before
the electors.

Mr. Bath : That does not justify a
reply by misrepresentation. '

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Where is the misrepresentation ? I
think hon. members will eonsider that
is perfeetly fair. If I have failed to
make myself clear I will read it; and
perhaps it is just as well that I should
read it so that it shall appear in
Hansard.

Mr. Bath : You are supposed to be
justifying your statements in regard to
the member for Murchison.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
T want to point cut why I went speecially
into this matter. There were very few
railway men in my electorate, and I
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would have no need as far as these rail-
way men were concerned, to make any
special appeal to them because they
formed so small a proportion of my
constituents.  The greater number of
people in my electorate are men who are
working for wages, and if I hnd endea-
voured to make economies by trying to
sweat the men in the Railway Depart-
ment they would have voted against me

as one man. 1 want to try and
show that when my opponents were
in office they had the opportunity of
doing something, and did nothing,

«and when I went into office I 2ot parti-
culars from the records to show the
action which I took in connection with
the 'industrial agreement, and to com-
pare it with the action of my cpponents.
Tt was a fair thing to do as long as
there was no misrepresentation. With
vegard to the misrepresentation, we find
lieve that the retirement from the in-
dustrial agreement was lodged with the
clerk of the court on 25th July, 1905,
when the Leader of the Opposition was
« member of the Cabinet, and the mem-
her for Guildford was Minister for Rail-
ways. That expired on 24th August,
1905, or one or two days prio:s to their
going out of office. The result was that
the workmen were foreced into the Arbi-
tration Court.

Mr. Scaddan:
vented it.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
1 was away electioneering at the time
and that was used against me. The
cross-citation of the Commissioner I saw
in the newspaper when 1 was away
in the back country. I took action im-
nediately T came back. I reported the
matter to Cabinet, and the instructions of
Cabinet were that the wages of these men
were not to be reduced. I say the hon.
member is not justified in making the
statements he has done. The records
show clearly that the hon. member by
his efforts did nothing to assist the men
at the time. He went out of office leav-
ing the men in the position they were in
some few months before. There was
still friction when he left office between
{he men and the Commissioner. They
wanted econcessions and the Commis-

You could have pre-
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sioner would not grant them. I think
ihe hon. member will admit that.

Myr. Holman: The matter was praecti-
cally fixed up when I left office.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS.
When did the hon. member leave olfice ?

Mr. Holman: About the Sth June.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:

And on the 25th June notice is served
from those men of their intention to
retivre from the industrial agreement.

Myr. Bath: On the 25th July.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
Ves, it was the 25th July, not June, and
that is six weeks after the hon. member
went out.

" My. Scaddan: You did not interfere
until after the court made the award.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
How could the hon. member expeet me
to interfere? When I came back from
my election I found there was an appeal
to the court and the result was that in
almost every branch of the service big
reductions were made. I consulted the
Commissioner in regard to this matier
and told him that there was no desire
that the men who could least afford it
should have their wages reduced. I do
not want tc waste fime by going through
all the minutes that I wrote, but I would
like to say that I went to Cabinet and
told them I believed it was possible to
effect big economies in the railway ser-
viee, but not by cutting down those men
who could least afford to be cut down. To
show that these roductions were pos-
sible I need only mention that the rail-
ways to-day are costing £200,000 less;
and this economry has been etfected with-
out eutting down the wages men.

Members: No.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS.
1 say it has. And in many instances we
are paying exactly the same rates of
wages that were in force years ago. Now
we have been able to complete indust-
mal agrecments with every section of
the department.

Mr. Holman: You are only ecarrying
out the agreements made in my time.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
We have completed agreements with
every section excepting a couple, with-
out any frietion; and probably we would

{16 DecEmMBER, 1908.]

1061

Agreements, etc.

have made effective agreements with all
the sections but for interference on the:
part of some members. We have been
able to fix up an agreement with the
iron-moulders without the slightest
trouble, and T feel quite satisfied that
the efforts we have made with the W.A..
association of workers—that we will
be able to effect an industrial agreement
with them also. I do not want to say
anything more on this matter. The-
language I used on this question no per-
son in the world could take exception to.
When the hon. member was Minister
for Railways friction existed between
the men and the Commissioner and I
used the words, that they received no
assistance in any shape or form from
Mr. Holman, or Mr. Johnson who suc-
ceeded him. The hon. member has not
sought to show that he endeavoured to
effect any improvement. He wrote two
letters which are here upon the file.

Mr. Holman: There should be more
letters upon the file.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS:
The hon. member may have some time to
go through the filee. I was going to.
suggest—in faet I would have been pleased
if he had formally moved his motion,
examined the papers, and then when the
railway Estimates were before the House
to have referred to the matter. I know
that the hon. member did not write more
than a couple of letters. I did not think
at the time that the Commissioner was
justified in economising by cutting down
the wages of the men who were poorly
paid. T told him he had too many men
both among the officials and the workmen,
that his staffs were too large, and that
they would have to be reduced. At the
same time the Government of the day
insisted that those men should be paid
the old rate of wages, and as I have al-
ready said, we stuck to that. I have
nothing further to say, except that I have
no desire to prevent these papers going
on the table. There are some other papers
in econnection with this matter which T
have not brought along; but after this
motion is carried, all will be presented to
the House. .

Mr. SWAN (North Perth): I do
not want to have a great deal to say on
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this question, although perhaps I know
as much about the details of the matter
as any one in the House. With regard
to the statement credited to the Minister
for Railways in connection with the action
of Mr. Holman when he occupied the
position of Minister for Railways, I want
to say I consider those statements are
absolutely incorreet. I held the position
of president of this particular organisa-
tion, and know what took place. I know
Mr. Holman did attempt to assist us in
bringing about a settlement with the Com-
‘missioner.

The Minister for Railways:
did he do?

Mr. SWAN: We had a conference
with Mr. Holman, and after that, he
attended a conference—which has been
questioned by the Minister for Railways
—at which we met the Confinissioner of
Railways and discussed the matter. I
do not want to take up the cudgels for
the hon. member for Murchison; he 1s
able to defend himself; but as far as
giving us assistance when Minister for
Railways, 1 say that he certainly did.

The Minister for Railways: What
did he do?

Mr. SWAN: He attended two con-
ferences, but what took place between
him as the then Minister for Railways
and the Commissioner I do not know; but
I am prepared to take the word of the
hon. member, and what occurred then
bears out his statement, that he was at-
tempting to bring about an agreement be-
tween the Commissioner and the organisa-
tion.

The Minister for Railways: I want to
know what good resulted.

Mr. Bath: It took you five months to
appoint a Saperintendent of State bat-
teries. :

Mr. SWAN: T cannot say what took
place behind the scenes; but I was satis-
fied in my own mind, as one who took an
active interest in that particular business,
that the then Minister for Railways was
doing a fair thing to assist us in bringing
abouf an agreement. I know well what
was the cause of no agreement being ar-
rived at; it was the headstrong action of
the then Commissioner: the absolute un-
reasoning stand he took on the matter.

‘What
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The Minister for
nothing was done?

Mr. SWAN: With regard to the pre-
sent Minister for Railways: he seems to
take credit to himself for what was done.
I understand that he said in that address
to the electors, that Mr. Holman the then
Minister for Railways assisted to force
the matter into the Arbitration Court.
If that statement was made it was abso-
Iutely inecorrect. ~ Mr. Holman at no
time did anything that would have tended
to force the men into the Arbitration
Court. After Mr. Holman went out of
office, another Minister came along and
we did not succeed in getting the agree-
ment with the Commissioner; but that
does not prove that nothing was done by
the gentleman occupying that office to
bring about the agreement.

The Minister for Railways: As a
matter of explanation I would like to
say what I stated was that the men re-
ceived no assistance in any shape or form
from Mr. Holman, or Mr. Johnson who
succeeded him. Let the hon. member tell
us what good resulted.

Mr. SWAN: That statement says that
no assistance was given by these gentle-
men. Assistance was given. If I were
not here that statement might go uncon-
tradicted; and I eare not what position
a man holds, when I hear a misstatement
made I will certainly contradict it. The
then Minister for Railways did attempt
to assist us. I do not think that his efforts
were successful, but he certainly did at-
tempt fo assist us in every way possible,
Now we conme to the time when these men
were forced into the Arbitration Court
and an award was given. The Minister
for Railways tells us that he took such
action as prevented the award of the
Arbitration Court being given effect to.
So far as I know the men give no thanks
to the present Minister for Railways for
anyvthing he did in that direction.

The Minister for Railways:
that perfectly well.

Mr. SWAN: T know perfectly well
what prevented that arbitration award
being given effect to. It was the strength
of the organisations working in the in-
terests of the men. The authorities dared
not give effect to the award, because they

Railways: And

I know
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knew what the result would be; that is
to give effect to it direetly, but fo a
large extent it has been given effect
to indirectly.  The Minister says no
reduction has been made in the rates
of pay of railway men. I agree
that no man who has econtinued to
be employed in the department has had
his wages reduced say from 8s. to Ts,
but I defy contradiction when I say that
men were dismissed from the service, who
were receiving 8s. a day, and as much as
9s. a day, and in a week or so afterwards
they were again employed at 7s. a day.
That is a method of reducing wages that
is not as honest as the direct method of
reducing them, say from 8s. to 7s.

Several Opposition Members :
is sweating.

Mr. SWAN: 1 say there is sweating
on the railways to-day, and while men
continue to be employed at 6s. 6d. a day,
with wives and families dependent on
them, it is sweating of the worst kind.

The Minister for Rmlways: 1 suppose
you know what we have offered them in
that regard. .

Mr. SWAN: Yes, an increase of from
6s. 6d. a day to 7s.

Mr. G6ll: And that is
vacancy oceurs.

Mr. SWAN: Yes; it is surrounded by
such conditions, conditions which I have
had long experience of, and I know the
capacity of officers of this department to
get round and manceuvre these conditions
to suit their own ends. I am not attack-
ing the Minister, or any man, but whether
the Minister is aware of it or not, these
things go on in the Railway Department.

The Minister for Railways: You must
give me some concrete cases.

Mr. SWAN: I will give you conecrete
cases. The Minister says that no man
who has passed his examination is kept
on at the minimum rate of wage, but I
know a man, who has put in many years
in the State service, and who has a wife
and six children, who is working on the
Perth station at 6s. 6d. a day, and he has
passed his examinations. Is that not
sweating? Is the Minister not aware of
that ? I am not going to say that the
Minister is responsible for the sweating
that exists, or for the injustice done in

That

only when a
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that department, but if he is not aware of
this he has not got the grip of the depart-
ment he should have. I am prepared to
assist him, if possible, in remedying these
matters, but it is no use the Minister say-
ing these things do not exist, because I
know they do, and I do not think the
Minister has dealt systematically with the
question. Any man, knowing that mar-
ried men with families are employed and
have been employed for years at Gs. 6d.
a day, should take some action to see
whether justice is being done.

The Minister for Railways: You are
guilty for not letting us know of these

things. Instead, you keep silent until
you come here. Of course I know it is
polities.

Mr. SWAN: Politics? No man has
ever seen my name figuring in the Press,
making charges against Ministers or any-
one else. I always give a man a fair deal
while he gives me, and the class to which
I belong, a fair deal. If he does not,
I am going to get up against him every
time, and T do not care whether be
squeals or not.

Mr. TROY (Mount Magnet): I have
knowledge of some of these sweated rail-
way men, because two years I brought it
under the notice of the Minister, and
asked a question in the House whether
the Minister was aware that numbers of
men on the Perth station, married men
were receiving 6s. 6d. a day, so that the
Minister was aware of it then, and he gave
us his word that he would make an altera-
tion and bring about better conditions.
Unfortunately it would appear this has
not been done. The Minister cannot very
well complain regarding the statement
made by the member for Murchison, be-
cause the Minister was most thorough in
the statement that there was no sweating.
Now, the Minister must admit, bearing in
mind what the member for North Perth
has said, that sweating exists in the rail-
ways. The Minister said that as he was
fighting an election, when Mr. George, the
then Commissionér of Railways, took the
railway servants to court, he had no
power to take action.

The Minister for Railways: 1 was not
fighting an election, but T was in the back
country.
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Mr. TROY: The Minister could take

other aetion when it suited his purpose.
When Mr. Johnson raised the battery
charges the Minister made such political
capital out of it as to take action at once.

The Minister for Railways: Do you
know the difference between the two de-
partments?

Mr. TROY: I do not know the differ-
ence betwecn the two actions, but when
it suited your purpose you did not take
action in econnection with the Ratlway
Department.

The Minister for Railways: I did take
action.

Mr. TROY: The Minister could have in-
sisted on better conditions being 21ven
to those railway men if he had cared to
take action.

Mr. HOLMAN (in reply): I am
pleased I have brought this matter before
‘the House, because 1 have dragged frow
the Minister a statement which showed
‘that 'he, while going through the elector-
ate, was trying to prompt some of his
puppets with questions to put to me, in-
‘sinuating things against me that never
happened. It only goes to show that the
-statements I have made are borne out,
and there are many other matters brought
forward in the same slimy manner bv
‘the same gentleman—insinuations that he
was afraid to eome out in the open and
make, and statements he dared not openly
make against me that were made solely
for the purpose of trying, in an under-
hand manner, to lower my reputation.
The Minister said that he paid my elec-
tion expenses during the campaign when
I was first elected to Parliament. That
is a wilfully and deliberately incorrect
statement. I have the receipts in my
own cheque book to show where I paid
for the whole of the trap hire, costing
£25, and for the whole of the advertising;
while in most of the centres visited the
-expenses were paid by the people, that is
the halls were paid for by them, and the
only expense the Minister paid was per-
haps for the beer he bought and drank
«during the progress of that tour. At that
time the statements he made were some-
what on a par with statements he made in
the recent election. Ie referred to his
present evlleague, the Treasvrer, as the
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greatest boodler in the country. He de-
seribed the Ministry of the day as being
the greatest thieves it was possible for
them to be.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must
not say that.

The Minister for Railways: It is quite
untrue, and I ask that the hon. member
withdraw.

Mr. Speaker: I did not catch the word
the hon. member used.

The Minister for Railways: The hon.
member said I called my present enl-
leagues boodlers and thieves. 1 demand
a withdrawal of that statement.

Mr. Speaker: If the hon. member says
it is not correct the member for Murechi-
son must withdraw.

Mr. Holman: The statement I m-=de
was that the present Minister (Hon. H.
Gregory) referred to his colleague (Hon.
Frank Wilson) as a boodler.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member has de-
nied that he said that.

Mr. Holman: But I can produce proouf
to show he did.

Mr. Speaker: That, does not matter;
you must withdraw.

Mr. Holman: A man ean make a state-
ment and deny it, and another memher
is forced to withdraw? T have to accept
the Minister’s denial, while I can bring
hundreds to prove that he did say it?

Myr. Speaker: That may be true, but
you must withdraw.

Mr. Holman: 1 withdraw, but I ean
prove it. ,

Mr. Speaker: You must withdraw un-
conditionally.

Mr. Holman: 1 withdraw,

Mr. SPEAKER: At this stage I wish
to draw attention to the faet that a lot of
this matter has no bearing on the qgues-
tion. The hon. member was dealing with
an important matter in asking for these
papers, and had a great deal of liberty
allowed him, but now in vreply he is
zoing back on matters entirely foreign to
the question before the House. I hape
the hon. member will confine his remarks.

Mr. Bath: But the Minister himself
raised that question as to the payment of
election expenses.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have allowed the
hon. member to explain that, but I think
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it is desirable at this stage for the hon.
member to confine himself to the question,

Mr. HOLMAN : 1 referred to the fact
that various statements were made
covered by this motion, but the main point
was one on which I gave the Minister
every chance of defending himself. Now
I do not think it was fair for him to come
to this House and make statements in an
underhand manner, which were incorrect
and unealled for. He said he was sorry
indeed he had assisted me to get into
this House. It was not the fact that he
desired to get me into this House that
brought him to the Murchison ; he had
not seen me in his life before ; all he
wanted was to get back his portfolio of
Minister for Mines, and that is what
led him to assist me. My political repu-
tation has been injured by the Minister’s
statements, but really I do not think
when people know the Minister that mueh
injury will be dome. At any rate the
Minister referred* to the statement that
my reputation, if I had any, was upheld
to-day as it had been upheld since I had
been in the House. I am glad to hear it,
because whatever I have tried to do and
have done has been in the best interests
of the State I have the honour to live in,
and of the people I represent, immaterial
of what good or harm it has done to me.

The only evidence the Minister produced -

when he was challenged on the point was
as follows: he was asked if he had any-
thing to say in regard to the matter and
he remarked that the statements he had
made were based upon facts, and in sup-
port of his statement, he quoted from a
metropolitan paper, dated January, 1905.
This appeared in Truth of the 14th
January. 1905. It only goes to show
how he will try to get out of eriticism. Tf
I were to quote statements made in the
same paper about the Minister there would
be some rising to order in this Chamber.
The Minister has said that the railway
men received no assistance from me. I
maintain they received every assistance
it was possible to give. It was not within

my provinee at that time to make an

agreement. The fact that it was not made
while I was there was solely because the
Commissioner of Railways went East for
six or eight weeks.
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The Minister for Railways : You could
have hustled it ; you were 11 or 12
months in office.

Mr. HOLMAN : During that time the
conference was arranged. This doecu-
ment is missing from the files. The Min-
ister insinuated that I carried them about
in my pocket, but when I was in office:
there were two files kept, one in the Min-
ister’s office and the other in the Commis-
sioner’s office. They never came into my
office at all. Everything done was dupli-
cated, and so they should be procurable:
now. But when the Minister makes in-
sinuations about files, I have seen files
in the Mines Department which have been’
mutilated and parts missing bearing
minutes from the member for Guildford,
the present Minister’s excuse being that
a bottle of ink had been spilt on them,.
and that they had to be taken off and
others put in. But that is a poor way of
dealing with files. The stained sheets:
should not have been removed.

(Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30¢
p.m.)

Mr. HOLMAN : The Minister has:
said he did not go round his electorate
with departmental files in his pocket.
Why; in his own appeal to the electors
we find that expressions are taken from
the official files and used as an election-
eering dodge by that gentleman. All the:
departmental files were kept in the Rail-
way Department when I was in office, and
away from the Minister altogether. The:
Minister, in trying to shield himself, has:
admitted that, during the election, he-
made statements that were absolutely
incorrect in connection with _myself..
These I dealt with before the dinner ad--
journment. I will take the earliest op-
portunity of asking him to withdraw
certain statements with regard to the pay--
ment of my expenses during the election
some years ago. I deny that he paid any

‘of the expenses in connection with the

election that took place seven years back.
I ean produce the butts of my cheques
to show I made the payments myself. In
most of the places we visited during the
time we were going through the distriet,
all the expenses were paid by those who
met and welecomed us. I think I have
shown elearly that the remarks of the
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Minister were ahsolutely incorrect. He
endeavoured by making incorrect state-
nients in conection with me to feather his
own cap during the election. Had he been
man enongh to make in publie the same
statements that he did in an underhand
manner by insidiously priming up his
supporters to ask certain questions on ab-
solutely untrue mafters, I would have had
a stronger case against him.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member must not
use that expression.

Mr. HOLMAN :  In a matter of this
sort where a man feels strongly owing to
the misstatements made about him, it is
‘hard for him to choose his langnage and
confine himself to words in accordance
with the rulings of the House. The Min-
ister has said that nothing was done by
me when 1 was in office to assist the men.
When speaking to-night he said he had
fixed up a certain agreement, whereas as
a matter of fact that agreement was
brought into existence while I was a Min-
ister. Each agreement referred to was
consummated during my period of office
and yet he says nothing was done by me
to assist the men, because the agreements
have since then expired. He now boasts
of what he has done in the way of getting
them renewed. While I was in office no
reduction took place in the wages of the
men at work, but immediately the Min-
ister got back mnto the department there
were wholesale reductions throughout the
service, and they are going to-day. In
trying to uphold the deliberately incorrect
statements he made, the Minister now
says that he is the one man who has pro-
tected the workers in the railway service.
Had it not been for the fact that the
Commissioner left Western Australia and
was away for six weeks or two months
attending a Commissioners’ Conference in
the Eastern States just previously to my
vacating office, every employee in the vail-
way service would have been under an in-
dustrial agreement. We find that from
the file produced by the Minister, the most
important facts are missing. The member
for North Perth (Mr. Swan) attended
that conference in the Commissioner’s
office, as did Mr. Roche, and Mr. Casson,
.and others. I arranged the conference
without the knowledge of the Commis-
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sioner and brought forward the require-
ments of the men. 1 then left the repre-
sentatives to settle the matter for them-
selves. As to the statements of the Min-
ister that these improvements do not
appear on the file, all T can say is, that if
they are not there, I want to know why.
I hope when the papers are tabled we
will not find as recently occurred, accord-
ing to the statement of an hon. member,
that most of the important papers are
missing. I have proved beyond doubt
that the statements made by the Minister
with regard to what I did for the railway
service during my period of office were
absolutely incorrect. During the time T
was there, the railway serviece suffered
from no reduction in wages. 1 protected
the interests of every man in the service,
and prevented the employees from heing
forced into the Arhitration Court, where
the Commissioner was anxious to get
them. The work I did for these men was
very valuable, and I am only sorry that T
was not in office long enough to complete
the agreement and see it brought into
force. We have the admission of the
Minister to-night that he made state-
ments in connection with me. Railway
men have told me of other matters that
eame from the Minister during the cam-
paign, but I do not intend to use these,
It is clear,
therefore, that the statements pubished by
the Minister in his appeal to the electors,
and also the No. 2 statement in which
he tried to prove the former one to be
correct, and quoted authorities in support

of it, were absolutely incorrect; they
merely show that during the election
tactics were adopted by the Minister

which were unworthy of any honourable
man., I think the time is not far dis-
tant when we shall have another oppor-
tunity of placing the Minister in the
position he was in a few weeks ago,
when he took the departmental files in his
pocket, published extraets from them in
pamphlets, and used Government money
to further his own interests.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member must not
say that ; he is accusing the Minister of
using the moneys of the State.

Mr. HOLMAN : He was receiving a
salary as Minister for Mines when he
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was not a member of Parliament, and
was doing so in the furtherance of his
candidature. He met his opponent on very
unequal terms. If he had the manliness
to fight as he should have done, and had
not adopted tacties unworthy of an
honourable man, the result might have
been different. T trust that every paper
will be included on the file placed on the
Table.  While I was in office, the
minutes I sent down were seen by more
than one individual, and the fact that the
Conference was held ecannot be denied.
If the file is not complete, the Minister
will hear more about this case. This
debate has gone to show what the tactics

really were as adopted by the Minister, .

when trying to secure his return. They
were of anything but an honourable
kind.

The Minister for Railways : Your

speech shows what I had to put up with.
Question put and passed.

RETURN—AMERICAN FLEET EN-

TERTAINMENT, COST.

Mr. ANGWIN (East

moved—

That there be prepared and laid up-
on the Table of the House a return
showing the detailed expenditure in-
curred in connection with the celebra-
tions and entertaining during the visit
of the American Fleet at Albany.

There was a very lavge expenditure on
the entertainment of the American Fleet
as shown by the Estimates and it was
advisable that members should know how
the amount was spent. Certain state-
ments have been made in the Press and
elsewhere to the effect that certain per-
sons were subsidised, and it was well thate
members should be able to obtain all in-
formation about the expenditure before
the item was reached in the Estimates.

Mr. TROY seconded the motion.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore) :
There was no objection to the motion, and
the gentleman who acted as secretary to
the committee would be instrueted to pre-
pare the statement.

Fremantle)

Question put and passed.
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PAPERS—STATE BATTERIES,
SHOES AND DIES.

On motion by Mr. Bath ordered: That
all the papers in connection with the trial
manufacture of shoes and dies for State
Batteries be laid upon the Table.

MOTION—PAIRS ON DIVISIONS.

Mr. JACOBY (Swan) moved—
That there be kept an official record
of members who have paired, that pairs
be recorded, when used, in “Hansard”
reports, and that the Standing Orders
Committee be directed to arrange ac-
cordingly.
It was to be hoped members would recog-
nise generally that the ordinary courtesies
shown in all Parliaments by members of
both sides of the House towards one
another should be introduced to this Par-
liament; also that an official record should
be kept to show those members who had
paired, and that the pairs should be re-
ported in Hansard and recorded in the
public Press. The motion should be sup-
ported by both sides of the House, so that
we should be able to extend to each other
those little courtesies, and that when we
did so, the votes would be recorded. He
had no desire to press the motion unless it
was desired by both sides that it should be
carried. He understood there was a
general agreement on the part of members:
that the motion should be ecarried.

Mr. LAYMAN (Nelson) seconded the:
motion.

Mr. HEITMANN (Cue): Whether
there was an agreement on the question:
or not he intended to oppose the motion,.
because he considered the constituents of
Western Australia did not send members
here to pair, but to attend to business. As
far as pairs were concerned, he had found
some diffieulty at times in getting re-
turned to him the courtesy which other
members expeet from him. On one par-
ticular occasion when he had wanted to
get away on very urgent business, and
had waited until ten minutes before the
train left for his district, he was refused
a pair. He was not complaining of this.
But he would remind those members who
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were sometimes heard opposing the prin-
ciple of payment of members that they
were paid to attend to their business in
the House and not {o make use of the
excuse that on some particular vote they
had paired with another member.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret): T
move— .

That the debate be adjourned.
Motion put and negatived.

Mr. TNDERWOOD (Pilbara): Hon.
members should oppose the motion if only
for the reason expressed by the member
for Cne. Members were paid to do their
business in the House and not to pair.
Many members on the Government side
-of the House considered they were over-
paid; but if they would attend to their
Parliamentary duties they would be con-
vinced that £200 a vear was not too much.
‘When acting as Whip for his party he
had frequently been refused pairs by the
Government Whip.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): The
member for Pilbara was taking a peculiar
view of the question. He (Mr. Scaddan)
would prefer to see the votes of all hon.
members recorded one way or another on
every cuestion before the House. By
the recording of these- pairs it would be
shown how absent members had regarded
the question at issue. Again, it would
serve to prevent any hon. members having
recourse to the expedient of absenting
themselves from the Chamber on eritical
divisions.  The recording of the pairs
would show the electors exactly how their
representatives had voted. Tt was a prac-
tice observed in nearly every Parliament
throughout the British Dominions.  The
carrying of the motion would not induce
him to give a pair to anybody during the
next week, except indeed it were a case of
sickness. It was not at all likely to prove
an inducement to hon. members to pair.
He would support the motion.

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet) agreed with
the member for Ivanhoe. - It would be
well, he thought, to adopt the praectice
of other Parliaments in this respect.
Sometimes it was virtually impossible for
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a man to be present. Why then should
that man not be given an opportunity
of having his name recorded on one side
or the other of the division list? He
himself had experienced such a difficulty
on more than one occasion. The recording
of these pairs would he a great econ-
venience to most members of the House.
It would have little or no effect upon
the attendance of members; for if a man
found it practieally impossible to he pre-
sent at a particular division it was hardly
likely that he would be in his place when
a division was taken. Unfortunately there
were in the House certain members who,
while professedly holding strong opinions
on various questions were conveniently
absent when a vote was being taken. He
knew of hon. members who had given
pledges on the hustings to oppose certain
legislation, and who nevertheless had
been out of the Chamber when the division
bells rang. He hoped the motion would
be carried. '

Mr. GORDON (Canning) : Hon.
members, he thought, ought to support
the motion. In his ecapacity as Govern-
ment Whip he had on more than one oc-
casion gone looking for a pair for a
member who was more or less seriously
indisposed; and he had to say that he
had always found members on the Opposi-
tion side of the House generous enough
to convenience him:

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to a point of
order. He wished to say that the hon.
member had not been generons to him
when he had asked for a pair in the case
of sickness.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point
of order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If not a point of
‘order it was a fact.

Mr. GORDON: As he had said, mem-
bers on the Opposition side had met him
generously enough. He thought it was
only fair that the names of those pairing
should be recorded in Hansard.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna): The
question of recording the names of pairs
did not in any way affect the desirability
or the undesirability of the principle of
pairing, Members would continue to pair
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or not to pair whether the motion passed
or not. All that the motion did was to
provide that those who had paired should
have their names recorded. "Surely that
-was fair. The House had a right to know
‘the opinions of those who, being absent
from a division were still members of the
House; and to know on which side they
‘were on any great question. He did not
‘“know that the recording of pairs in other
Parliaments had worked any serious in-
_jury; had diminished the number of those
who had attended or had lessened the
number of those who had voted on great
.occasions. In no Parliament would pairs
‘be easy to obtain when a vital question
was before the House. The carrying of
‘the motion would not compel any member
1o pair or not to pair. What harm, there-
fore, could be done in recording a pair?

Mr. Underwood: Let them attend.

Mr. WALKER: It was easy to say let
‘them attend. But it sometimes happened
‘that a member had duties to his consti-
‘tuents to perform which took him away
from the House. How, under the present
:system, were the electors to know on
‘which side of the fence stood a member
who deliberately absented himself from
a division list?

Mr. Underwood: He should be here.

Mr. WALKER: It was well enough to
say he should be here; but if a man
were on a bed of sickness it might be im-
practicable for him to be in the House.

Mr. Underwood : He should be here.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member
persists in this manner of conducting him-
self I shall certainly name him. I have
called him to order several times during
this debate.

Mr. WALKER: If an hon. member
were sick in bed and a vital question were
to be brought before the House how counld
that member satisfactorily show to his
electors his attitude on the question?

Mr. Underwood: By attending.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
could not argue, so he would persist in
interrupting. It was not possible in the
course of nature sometimes; there were
oceasions when members must be absent.
Duties equally as important as being in
the House compelled members at times
to be absent, but it was right that mem-
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bers’ constituents should know on what
side of the division members stood. The
object of the motion was to enable con-
stituents to know how a member stood on
a question. At present a member could
sneak out, but if he did sneak .out,
after the motion was carried, his con-
stituents could pull him up. ‘

My, Underwood: Why alter it?

Mr. WALKER : Because we desired to
get a record as to how a member stood.

Mr. Collier: But if he did not like to
register his opinion there would be no
record, although the motion was carried.

Mr. WALKER: The person who
paired would have to pair through the
‘Whips. There would be a record kept,
and if a member did not like to record
his opinion he would have to explain the
reasons if called upon by his constituents,

Mr. McDOWALL (Coolgardie) : 1t
seemed strange that there was any op-
position to such a common sense motion,
It was all very well to talk about mem-
bers being absent on every oceasion, but
there was such a thing as sickness in
one’s family, as well as the sickness of
a member himself. So litlle was asked
that he was surprised at the opposition
shown to the motion. If he were to leave
the House on any important occasion
and he desived to pair with someone who
would pair with him, it was right that
he should have an opportunity of pair-
ing.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret)
entered his protest against the motion.
The arguments of those in favour em-
phasised in no small degree that it
would not facilitate pairing. Tt offered
no inducement for members to pair, and
if there was nothing underlving the
motion why this burning desire to have
it passed, so that a member’s name
would appear as having voted when he
was absent? He ventured to say on many
occasions the vote would not be recorded
in the manuer the member would have
voted if he had been present. Members
often asked for a pair for three or four
days, and on questions that were not
party questions how could a member
tell how he would be likely to vote?
One would have to pair on party lnes
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on every subject; it was impossible for
a member to know what business was
going on three or four days ahead. The
Premier, who arranged the Notice Paper,
could not tell that. If members knew
their names would be placed on the re-
cords of Parliament as having paired it
might induce them to pair. But some-
thing more would be wanting to muke
the Government side of the House
anxious to give pairs than the motion.
Last session when the Government side
was represented by 33 members, and the
Opposition had 17 members, a pair could
rarely be arranged by the Whips. It
could only be arranged on personal
grounds.  Since he had been a member
of the House he had very little difficulty
in getting a pair if he desired. He did
not think any member of the House or
of any previous Parliament could accuse
him of not being willing to give a pair if
a member was ill, or had a reasouable
excuse for being absent. He had no de-
sire to facilitate pairing in this Chamber.
We were here to transact the business
and we were ever anxious during elec-
tion campaigns to tell the electors that
we would come here to fight their battles
and do our duty. On many ocecasions
members were absent when debates were
going on. The first duty of a member
was to attend in Parliament. He did
not say that because a member was paid,
because the remuneration which a mem-
ber received was not sufficient to be
called a salary for the work performed.
Members wished to make it easy for
their names to appear in Hansard as
having paired, with the possibility of
being able to say, ‘‘ I was there during
the debate, but was not présent when the
vote was taken,”” when possibly the
member had not been in the Chamber
for several days. The motion would faci-
litate the absence of members. He was
not concerned as to how a member voted,
but he wanted members present so that
they would give their opinions on ques-

tions which were brought forward. We
should not allow ourselves to be con-
trolled by precedent in this matter. This

Parliament had never vecorded pairs,
and he hoped it would not adopt the
system now.
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Mr. JACOBY (in reply): There was.
no desire to utilise the provision eom-
pulsorily.  Pairs had frequently been
given this session and not recorded. He
only asked that the pairs should be re-
corded. He was sorry a member who
had just been elected to a position as an
officer of the House would not be guided
by precedent. He hoped the member
would follow precedent on this occasion.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes .. .. .. 36
Noes .. 10
Majority for .. 26
AYES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Keenan
Mr. Barnett Mr. Male
Mr. Bath Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Brown Mr. Monger
Mr. Butcher Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Carson Mr. 8. F. Moore
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Nanson
Mr. Daglish Mr. Osborn
Mr. Davies Mr. Piesse
Mr. Draper Mr. Price
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Gordon Mr. Troy
Mr. Gregory Mr. Walker
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Ware
Mr. Hayward Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Hopkins Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Jacoby Mr. Layman
(Teller).
NoOES
Mr. Collier Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Gill Mr. Swan
Mr. Gourley Mr. Taylor
Mr. Holman Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnson Mr. Heitmann
(Teller).

MOTION-—GOVERNMENT BUSI-
NESS, PRECEDENCE.

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore)
moved—
“That for the remuinder of the session
Government business shall take pre-
cedence of all Motions and Orders of
the Day.”
This motion was usually brought for-
ward some few weeks prior to the ‘end
of the session.

Mr. BATH (Brown Hill): Under the
cireumstances which we had arrived at
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at the present time, the general con-
sensus of opinion was that it was im-
possible to finish the business of the
session before, Christmas. We failed to
see the justification or the fairness of
the motion, that Government business
should take precedence. It might apply
to some formal motions calling for
papers, but there werc other matters
which although moved by private mem-
bers were of equal or greater import-
ance than some of the business on the
Notice Paper submitted by the Govern-
ment. The condition of affairs in re-
gard to financial matters as disclosed
in the Auditor General’s report, made
it almost imperative that such a motion
as submitted by himself should be
carried, and he failed to see why in
aceeding to the motion before the House,
he should be prevented during the re-
mainder of this session from having any
opportunity of ventilating that matter.

The Premier: It does not follow; you
know that.

Mr. BATH: It did not follow, but
where is was a question of trying to
finish speedily, private members would
have little opportunity, especially on a
matter which would naturally occasion
debate and probably would arouse the
opposition of the Treasurer—

The Treasurer: Why should it—

Mr. BATH: The Treasurer had a
habit of opposing anything which was
regarded in the light of eriticism.

The Treasurer: Oh no, he has not.

Myr. BATH: Anyhow, he only antiei-
pated that such opposition might be
shown. At least no hon. member would
differ from him when he said that if we
carried this motion, private members’
business would have little chance of be-
ing diseussed during the remainder of
the session. He would not be inclined
to oppose the motion if any understand-
ing had been arrived at, or if there
were any agreement that it would be
advisable to finish the work of the ses-
sion before Christmas; but the state of
the business paper was such that he
did not think any member would agree
that we could possibly get through the
work, and at the same time provide an
opportunity for discussing some of the
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matters that were on the Notice Paper.
TUnder these circumstances it was not
right that Government business should
take precedence of motions and orders
of the day during the remainder of the
session. We should make up our minds
for the inevitable, get through what
business we could, and say early next
week, adjourn for the Christmas holi-
days; come back afterwards and finish
the business then. He failed to see the
necessity to earry this motion, because
if we carried it, it would mean that we
would deny ourselves, or we would be
practically denying ourselves the right
of introducing motions. At least we
would deny ourselves the right of pri-
vate members’ day, and if opportunities
were given to discuss private members’
business, it would be only when the
Government said, ‘‘we will take certain
motions at some sitting, and thus give
opportunities of discussion which will
not allow of them being completed.”’
Under these circumstances he failed to
see any necessity for the motion, and
he would oppose it.

Mr. NANSON (Greenough) regretted
he could not see his way to support the
motion at the present stage of the ses-
sion. A motion of this kind was usnally
brought forward when Parliament had
been in session for a considerable time.
Were this the case, in the present ecir-
cumstances one would have no diffi-
culty in coming to a decision about if,
but he could not forget that we had been
in session for ouly a little over a month,
and he could not see that there was any
very strong need why this session should
be brought to a eclose this side of
Christmas. There were very many im-
portant matters that had to be dealt
with; we had not yet begun to consider
the Estimates in detail and we had not
even finished the general discussion. Had
it been desirable to bring this session to
a close with the end of the current year,
he would have thought the Government
would have called Parliament together
at an earlier stage, or even if that had
not been practieable, it would have been
possible as had been suggested, not in
this House, but privately, by a member,
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to dispense with the debate on the Ad-
dress-in-Reply, and make the debate on
the Budget proposals take its place, or
perhaps merge one into the other. We
began this session with no great idea of
haste. We spent a week at the begin-
ning of the session dealing in a desul-
tory sort of way with all sorts of mat-
ters, many of them of no supreme im-
portance, and now when we came to the
really important business of the session,
this motion whieh always told of the
endeavour of the Government to bring a
session to an end was introduced. At
a later stage he would be glad to sup-
port it, but he felt it necessary to say
a few words as to his attitude on the
subject, because he would find himself
on this oceasion voting away from those
members with whom he was usually as-
sociated.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret) did
not desire to delay the debate, but he
was not one of those anxious to give a
silent vote. There was no justification
for bringing down this motion. There
was no other private members’ day prior
to the Christmas holidays, and there
seemed to be no possible chance of Par-
liament proroguing before Christmas,
and if we had to come back after Christ-
mas, this motion would stand good,
members’ hands would be tied, private
“members would be hampered, and they
would be placed at the mercy of
the Government if they desired to bring
forward any business. No matter how
urgent it might be, anything that might
happen between now and then, a mem-
ber would have no chance of bringing
it forward uunless he adopted the pro-
cedure of moving the adjournment of
the House. Hon. members were not
anxious to do that while they could
avail themselves of private members’
day. If there were reasonable grounds
brought forward to show that we ecould
close this session before Christmas, the
motion would receive his support, but
when we were satisfied that we must
come back in the early part of January,
we would be indeed foolish as private
members, no matter on which side of the
House we sat, to vote away the right to
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have private business dealt with, and to
plaee ourselves wholly and solely at the
merey of the Government.

Mr. WALKER (Kanowna): The only
necessity for the motion was that the
Government had fully determined that
the work of the session should close be-
fore Christmas, Was that the intention
of the Government?

The Premier: No.

Mr. WALKER: Then if there was no
intention to insist upon that it must be
clear to the Government themselves,
taking the business normally disenssed,
that this Chamber had no possibility of
getting through the work before Christ-
mas.

My, Scaddan: Is this not the way of
dropping measures?

Mr. WALKER: If we were to do jus-
tice to the subjects we were to debate,
and which must be debated, more par-
ticularly those alluded to by the member
for Greenough, the Estimates, we could
not get through by Christmas. And it
was becoming a perfeet scandal conse-
quently in Western Australia the way
the Fstimates were debated. They were
introduced at midnight or in the early
hours of the morning when hon. mem-
bers were exhausted and sometimes with
the closure in operation so that it was
absolutely impossible to debate them.

The Premier: You have not had much
to complain of this session; we have
adjourned at 11 o’clock.

Mr. WALKER: While approving of
the course taken so far this session, com-
plaint was necessary when there was any
departure. It was proposed that we no
longer have helpful debates on these sub-
Jects, and we would be eompelled to at-
tend in our places at all hours of the
night. That was what one objected to.
If it be intended to adjourn over the
Christmas holidays then we should take
things in the normal way and let private
members have their motions diseussed.
Sometimes these were of equal impor-
tance to Government business, and some-
times they were of greater importance
than Government business. Ministers
should recognise that there was no hope
of rushing the Estimates and getting
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them through before Christmas. So if
we had to come back after Christmas we
should take things normally and have
matters as they should be discussed with
the deliberation necessary.

The TREASURER (Hon. Frank Wil-
son) : The usual custom in this Parliament
was to move a motion of this sort two
or three weeks before the termination
of the session. Last year it was four
weeks before the termination of the ses-
sion, and the motion was necessary in
order that there might be a termination
to the session of Parliament. The mem-
ber for Kanowna had tried to make out
a great case; that we would not bhave
sufficient time to deliberate on the Esti-
mates; and that it was becoming a per-
fect seandal the way the Estimates had
been rushed through without mature
deliberation, and without full debate on
the different items. The hon. member
made a statement that the Estimates had
been introduced at midnight and carried
throngh in the early hours of the morn-
ing. The hon. member had the wrong
end of the stick. Last year the Esti-
mates took two months to pass through,
and there was no introducing them at mid-
night or rushing them through in the
early hours of the morning, except when
members opposite insisted on the Gov-
ernment sitting in their places on four
all-night sittings. The Budget was de-
livered on the 15th Oetober at 8.45 p.m.
On the 23rd October the Lands Esti-
mates were introduced in the afternoon
and were finished at 11.28 p.m., and the
House adjourned. On the 24th Oectober
the Treasury Estimates were introduced
in the afternoon—not at midnight; pro-
gress was reported and the House ad-
journed at 9.30 p.m. The Treasury Es-
timates were continued on Compassion-
ate Allowances on the 5th November;
progress was reported and the House
adjourned at 10.45 p.m. On the 6th
November the Education Estimates were
finished and the House adjourned at 8.3
a.m. on the 7th.

Mr. Walker: That is three nights for
the Treasury Estimates alone.

The TREASURER: Three nights and
one all-night sitting. On the 12th No-
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vember the Mines Estimates were intro-
duced in the afterncon and members
opposite kept the Government sitting
all night and théy were finished at 6.10
a.m.. On the 16th November the Rail-
way Estimates were introduced in the
afternoon, and the House adjourned at
11.8 pm. On the 3rd December the
Works Estimates were introduced imme-
diately after tea and the House adjourned
at 11.27 p.m. On the 5th December the
Works Estimates were resumed and the
House adjourned at 11.28 p.m. On the
6th December the Works Estimates were
resumed in the afternoon. There was
an all-night sitting; members opposite
kept the Government sitting all night
again, and the House adjourned at 4.34
pm. The Works Estimates were con-
cluded between 1 am. and 2 a.m. and

"the Colonial Secretary’s Estimates were

then proceeded with, and on the 1lth
December the Estimates were finally
passed after an all-night sitting, and the
House adjourned at 3.20 a.m. What
had members to complain of? The Gov-
ernment had never started the Estimates
at midnight or in the early morning.
All these complaints about rushing the
Estimates through had no foundation.
Any amount of latitude had always been
given, and on this occasion the Premier
would give any amount of latitude. The
Government would do their utmost to
finish business by Christmas; but if they
failed members would naturally want to
meet again as early as possible after
Christmas.  The Premier was willing
that any important motions should he
considered. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition would be given the opportunity
of having consideration given to his pro-
posal for a financial committee; but not
with the object the hon. member seemed
to aim at—to stigmatise the Treasurer
with all the faults reported in the Audi-
tor General’s report, extending over the
last 10 years which were laid at his, the
Treasurer’s, door by the Leader of the
Opposition. He would take an oppor-
tunity of replying in connection with
those eharges made in that report, but
he did not desire to do it now. It was
only a fair thing members should assis:
the Government to expedite Government
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business, and in return the Premier
would assist private members on any
important motion they desired to bring
forward. .

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison): TUnless
we really-intended to rise before Christ-
mas the motion was unnecessary; and
even if we did intend to finish before
Christmas the motion was unnecessary
because we would be through the busi-
ness of Parliament before the next pri-
vate members’ day came on.

The Premier: It gives us this evening.
We can go on with Government business
now, '

Mr. HOLMAN did not think the Pre-
mier would break the promise given to
the House that he would allow the full
sitting for private members’ business on
private members’ day. The Premier
must have forgotten that promise, other-
wise he would be treating private mem-
bers unfairly. Surely the Premier would
not take away from private members the
few hours remaining to-night. There
were one or two private matters he (Mr.
Holman) would like to see dealt with.
There was notably the Vacecination Aect
Amendment Bill which should pass. In
previous years the Estimates were in-
variably introduced early in October,
and there were occasions when they were
passed early in December, but yet we
sat after the Christmas holidays. Evi-
dently it was the desire of the Govern-
ment merely to pass the Estimates and
get into recess. That was not a satis-
factory way of doing business. If the
Government really desired to facilitate
business and get through before Christ-
mas they should do away with many of
the paltry measures set down for our
consideration, and which we should not
waste time in discussing. A motion of
this nature could come in very well after
the holidays if the Government wished
to bring the session to an early termin-
ation. He (Mr. Holman) had no desire
to sit through the hot weather, and if
the Government had only introduced
measures of some importance and given
the: information that should be given,
and had introduced the measures in due
order we would have been much further
advanced than we were now.
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Mr. ANGWIN (East Fremantle) : On
several occasions the Government were re-
quested to bring in a Bill dealing with the
Fremantle tramway system. It Was de-
sired that additional borrowing powers
should be granted. In 1907 they were
informed that owing to the closing of the
session it could not be introduced. In
the last short session it was said that
Parliament would only sit for a few
weeks, and it eould not possibly be intro-
duced then. Now we were told that owing
io the short time left this session once
again it could not be brought down.
This sort of thing was very detrimental
to the local bodies. The Perth City Coun-
cil also wished to have a Bill brought
forward. At the beginning of the ses-
ston he had drawn the attention of mem-
hers to the fact that it was becoming the
practiece to take away the rights of pri-
vate members, and in reply members were
assured that sufficient time would be
g:ven them to bring forward matters of
interest to their constituents.  During
this session there had been only two days
on which private members’ business could
be brought forward. If the motion were
carrvied it would be a case of good-bye
to members’ business for the rest of the
session.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): Fair
time should be given to maiters brought
forward by private members. He was
paid £200 a year and was prepared to earn
it. It was the fault of the Government
that there had been such a short time for
private members’ business this session, for
the last elections should have been held
in May or June, and Parliament should
have assembled in July. If Parliament
were to prorogue before Christmas then
the motion would have no effect. but if
Parliament were to meet after Christmas
private members should be able to bring
up all the business now before the House.
If we met after Christmas the session
should last for two or three months. The
Treasurer had said it was usnal to pass
sueh a resolution as this a few weeks be-
fore the eclose of the session. How did he
know we were within two or three weeks
of the close of the session? It usually
took two months to pass the Estimates,
and such an important matter should re-
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ceive consideration for fully that time.
If two months’ consideration were to be
given the Estunates after Christmas then
private members should be given some
time to bring forward their business.

Myr. GOURLEY (Leonora) : Evidently
the object of the Government was to get
into recess as early as possible. They
should have made an earlier start with
the business of the House, and evidently
the reason why they did not do so was
because the Minister for Mines was de-
feated at Menzies. As there was a chance
of appeal, and of the election being upset,
the Government purposely withheld the
business of the State until an oppor-
tunity was given to the Minister again
to seek election. Private members had
only been given two days this session for
the transaction of their business. He
was quite prepared to sit after the Christ-
mas holidays and would oppose the mo-
tion. Tt was patent to all that the Gov-
ernment were endeavouring to close Par-
liament as early as possible and get into
recess.

The PREMIER (in reply): Prior
to the meeting of the House he had
intimated to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion that he proposed to bring forward
this motion, and as Mr. Bath did not say
he was opposed to it he naturally anti-
cipated that he would agree.

Mr. Bath: All along T said I did not
think you would get through before
Christmas.

The PREMIER: If the motion had
been carried the Government business
would have been gone on with to-night,
and one evening would have been saved.
As to what had fallen from the member
for Leonora (Mr. Gourley) as to the
meeting of Parliament he might say that
Parliament met immediately the writ for
Kimberley was returned.

Mr. Bolton: Why did you wait for
Kimberley? You did not wait for the
return before.

The PREMIER: On the last occasion
there were other reasons. If the Govern-
ment had a majority of from 15 to 20 the
same necessity did not exist as there did
on the present oceasion. Members might
realize that would be one of the reasons
to prompt them if they were in a similar
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position. The Government had enough
“savee’” to know what to do in arranging
the Notice Paper or in fixing the meeting
of Parliament. When the matter was re-
ferred to during the debate on the Ad-
dress-in-Reply the member for Mount
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) said we would
hardly get through before Christmas. His
reply was that the Government were not
particular if they did not rise before
Christmas, but they did not desire to sit
late at night. He added that possibly it
would be necessary to extend the sitting
until January. The Government had no
desire to rush business, but this motion
was always brought up towards the end of
the session. Last session it was brought
forward on the 20th November, and Par-
liament prorogued on the 20th December;
while at the time the Labour party were
in office the motion was introduced on the
8th December, and Parliament was pro-
rogued on the 24th. Tt was purely a for-
mal motion, and members knew well that
when they had told him they were
anxjous for the House to deal with a
particular motion they were always given
an opportunity to bring it forward. No
member could deny that.

Mr. Bath: We might have been given
a chance to introduce it, but there was
no finality. .

The PREMIER: In many instances
last year private members’ motions were
carried towards the end of the session.
The member for Murchison (Mr. Holman)
had one or two which came on just prior
to the prorogation. One of these was the
celebrated Nannine-Meekatharra railway
proposal. It did not necessarily follow
that if the motion were carried the Gov-
ernment would insist upon private mem-
bers not being given an opportunity to
bring matters forward. From what had
happened in the past members might be
satisfied to trust the Government.

Mr. Gourley: The Government can
close the session when they like, whether
this motion is earried or not.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes
Noes

l[\Dl\')
w N O

Majority for
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AYES.
Mr. Barnett Ar. Jacoby
Mr. Butcher Mr. Keenan
Mr. Carson Mr. Male
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Daglish Mr. Monger
Mr. Davies Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Oshorn
Mr. Gordon Mr. Piesse
Mr. Gregory AMr. Price
Mr. Hardwick Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hayward Mr. Layman
Mr. Hopkins (Teller).
NoEs
Mr. Angwin Mr. Nanson
Mr. Bath Mr. O’Loghlen
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gourley Mr. Underwood
Mr. Heitmann Mr. Walker
Mr. Holman Mr. Ware
Mr. Horan Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Hudson Mr. Troy
Mr. Johnson (Teller).
Mr. McDowall

Question thus passed.

MOTION—SITTING DAY, ADDI-
TIONAL. .

The PREMIER (Hon. N. J. Moore)
moved—

“That the House, unless otherwise
ordered, shall meet for the despatch of
business on Monday, at 4.30 p.m., in
addition to the days already provided,
and shall sit until 6.15 p.m., if neces-
sary, and, if requisite, from 7.30 on-
wards.”

He was moving this because he consid-
ered it would be preferable to sit on
Monday and Tuesday rather than on
Tuesday, Wednesday, and ‘Lhursday.. It
would enable the House to adjourn for
the Christmas holidavs on the Wednes-
day or Thursday at the latest.

Mr. BOLTON (North Fremantle) had
refrained from sayving anything on
the previous motion, hbut he would have
to sav a few words on this cne. Would
it not be better for the Premier to take
the House into bis confidence in this
matter? Surely he did not expect to get
the Estimates through before the Christ-
mas holidayvs. There were at most five
sittings and never vet had the Estimates
gone through in five sittings. Seeing
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that it was considered necessary to come
back after Christmas it was a most un-
usual procedure to ask members to sit
probably right up to Christmas Eve, or
at best until one day before that. Surely
it would be fair to close on Friday next
and allow hon. members to get away.
The Premier had said the House would
probably adjourn on Monday or Tues-
day. That would mean Wednesday or
Thursday. How then could members
living at a distance get home for Christ-
mas? If ecountry members on the Gov-
ernment side of the House were allowed
to get away earlier he (Mr. Bolton)
would not assist the Premier to keep
a House afterwards.

The Premier: That is not much of an
argument.

My, BOLTON: It was a good enough
argument. He did not think it was fair
to ask the memberss to sit right up to
Christmas Eve, when it was known that
they would have to come back after-
wards. If the Premier would say on
what day he proposed to adjourn mem-
bers would know what he meant.

The Premier: 1 have already inti-
mated that it would be Tuesday or Wed-
nesday.

Mr. BOLTON: The Premier had said
that perhaps the House would not have
to meet on Thursday. But surely he had
made up his mind as to the day of ad-
journment, and the day of reassembling.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret) : Al-
though he had opposed the Government
on the preceding motion he desired to
assist them this time. The Premier evi-
dently wished to give attention to the
business of the gountry and in order to
further him in this he (Mr. Taylor)
moved an amendment—

That the figure “4” be struck out

and “27 inserted in lieu.

Members would then be able to get at
least an extra hour for the business of
the country. Tf there was a desire on
the part of the Government to get
through business, they could not reason-
ably oppose the amendment. He (Mr.
Tavlor) had always urged that mem-
bers should meet early in the day, and
not remain until the small hours of the
morning,
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The Premier: 1f the hon. member
would make it “3” instead of “27 it
would allow country members to attend.

Mr. TAYLOR: There was no objec-
tion to the suggested alteration.

* Amendment altered to read: That “4”
be struck out and “3” inserted in lieu.

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) : To make
it 3.30 would be to waste an hour. Be-
cause it was impossible to do any
‘work between luncheon and 3.30 p.m.
It would be mueh preferable to
make it 230 p.n. If the Premier
was desirous of coneluding the ses-
-sion before Christmas, why not sit on
Saturday and Sunday? That was to say
if the Premier would promise to pay over-
time. In such a case he would find many
ready to attend. In the circumstances
‘hon. members would relish a little bit of
overtime.

The Premier: Submit a case to the
Arbitration Court.

Mr. HOLMAN: The Premier having
such a name as arbitrator, probably hon.
members would take an early oppor-
_tunity of submitting the matter to him.
However, it was little better than use-
less to sit at 3.30 p.m., because it would
mean wasting the hour afiter luncheon.
Why should members not sit down to
business at 2.30 p.m. instead of wasting
an hour? The convenience of the ma-
Jjority should be studied, and undoubt-
edly -the wajority were living in town.
He (Mr. Holman) would prefer to sit at
10.30 a.m. every day and to sit on Sat-
urday next.

Mr. NANSON (Greenough): Before
the motion was put he would like to
know from the Premier, supposing we
did not finish by Christmas and suppos-
ing we met in the new year, whether it
was intended that the House should sit
five days a week; or did the motion ap-
ply merely to the period before Christ-
mas? If there was going to be an en-
deavour made to bring the session to a
close before Christmas it would be no-
thing short of a public secandal. For it
would be an impossibility to give con-
sideration to the Estimates within the
time. Yet the only possible object of a
motion of this kind was to allow of
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finishing before Christmas. The motion
should be put in cleaver form.

The PREMIER: There was no objec-
tion to inserting the word ‘‘next.’”’ He
moved as an amendment—

That the word “next” be inserted
after the word “Monday.”

Mr. SPEAKER: The amendment be-
fore the House was upon figures which oe-
curred further along the line; so that to
that point the House had agreed to the
motion. However, if hon. members had
no objection the Premier might move his
amendment.

Amendment to insert the word “next,”
agreed to.

Amendment to strike out the figure
“4” and insert “3” in lieu put and passed.

Mr. SCADDAN: Was it not intended
to meet at 3.30 p.m. on the Tuesday and
the Wednesday ?

The PREMIER : There was no objec-
tion to its applying right through. The
reason he had suggested 3.30 p.m. instead
of 2.30. p.m. was that the hon. members
hers arriving by the South-Western raii-
way could not attend at the earlier hour.

Question as amended put and passed.

BILL—-FINES AND PENALTIES
APPROPRIATION.

On motion by the Treasurer, the report
of the Committee adopted.

ANNUAL ESTIMATES—1908-9.

In Committee of Supply.

Debate resumed from the 15th Decem-
ber on the Treasurer’s financial statement
and on the Annual Estimates; Mr. Tay-
lor in the Chair.

Vote—His Euxcellency the
£1,148:

Mr. JACOBY (Swan): Though I was
not able altogether to agree with every
item of the policy propounded by the
Treasurer, yet I wish before proceeding
further to congratulate that gentleman
upon the way in which he handled the
case when he delivered his Budget speech.
It certainly was a pleasure to listen to the
speech he made, owing to its lucidness and
the evident grip that the Minister had of
all the subjects on which he then ad-
dressed us. The question of the manage-

Governor,
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ment of our finanees is the most import-
ant function that this Parliament has to
perform. There is no subject that eould
come before the House that is of so wmuch
importance to this State; and unless we
can succeed in convineing the ecountry
that we can satisfactorily manage the
finances of the State, then we cannot
satisfy the public that we are properly
fulfilling our duties as a Parliament.
It is to be regretted that so few who have
a good deal of financial ability; men
whose business has brought them into
contact with large measures of finance
and large measures of commerce, are un-
able to find time to give that attention
to public affairs which will permit them
to appeal to the constituencies; and even
if they did it is quite possible under lue
present cireumstances these men would
not be able to appeal with success to the
constituencies to enable them to be elec-
ted. I regret there are not more men of
this class in our Parliament or in any of
the Parliaments of Australia, because,
however one may differ from them in some
directions, there is no question whatever
the adviece they could give and the data
they could put before the House on mat-
ters of finance would be of the utmost
value to the State.

Mr. Collier: Who are they?

Mr. JACOBY: T notice there is a
motion on the Paper dealing with the ap-
pointment of a standing committed on
public accounts. In passing I wish to
say that I hope that it will not be long be-
fore such a committee is appointed in this
House. Anyone who has to follow the
public accounts finds many difficulties in
being: able clearly to understand them,
and it would be far better if the
Aunditor General were to work with a
committee appointed by this Houze and
get the various accounts of the State so
set out tha! they could bhe easily under-
stood by the ordinary member when he
has an opportunity of speaking. I wish
to state that one of the disappointments,
to me, at any rate, in connection with the
Budget speech of the Treasurer, was that
the Governwment found it neeessary that
" further taxation should be required, when
I feel that probably we could, by insti-
tuting some economies in the administra-
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tion of the departments of the State—pro-
vide a sum equal to the exira amount of
taxation proposed to be raised. T think
the time should arrive soon when the
country should recognise that there should
be some other remedy for squarring the
finances of the State than that of fwr-
ther taxation. We have had an example
in the Railway Department—an example
of economy successfully effected. That
has been practically the only department
of this State that has shown any reason-
able and successful effort to economise.
If it was possible in the Railway Depart-
ment to effect this economy, it is reason-
able—arguing from analogy—that fur-
ther economies can be effected in other
departments. In that connection I trust
the Government will take this important
task in hand. It is a most diffienlt task.. -
T do not envy any Government who have
to undertake it; but no doubt serious
economy can be effected in other Govern-
ment departments, and it ean only be
brought about by seeuring in the varicus
sub-heads who have charge of the differ-
ent branches men thoroughly efficient in

their work, and if they are mnot that .
we should see that other men arve
secured who are efficient. It must
be well-known to members, and to

the public at large, that there are officers
in our departments who have made wis-
takes and have cost the country a good
deal of money; yet I find these officers .
who we must recognise have made most
expensive mistakes are still retained in the
service to make further mistakes. In con-
nection with our State departments we
should not give so-much latitude to officers
of this deseription. '

Mr. Angwin: Everyone is liable to
make mistakes.

Mr. JACOBY: Just so. But we can-
not keep officers who are continually mak-
ing mistakes. I do not wish to make an
attack on any officer; but it is certainly
known that we have men in the depart-
ments who have made blunder after blun-
der and they are kept in the service of
the State, perhaps to make more blund-
ers. I must express my regret that we
are still continuing the policy of central-
ising our expenditure, and if there is to
be one thing more than another in the ad-
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ministration of this State that is going
to increase the revenue and give expansion
to our industries, and give greater vitality
to the producing industries of the State,
it can only result from rigidly attacking
the whole centralising policy of expendi-
ture and decentralising the expenditure.
In the discussion that arose on the Bun-
bury Harbour Bill it was pointed out that
one of the favourable features of the Bill
was that it provided something of a de-
centralising nature. It took away from
‘the control of the Colonial Secretary’s
Department the Bunbuwry harbour and
wave it to Bunbury. It is not so much
the decentralising of management that is
required, but the decentralising of ex-
penditure that is necessary. Anyone who
looks through the Estimates wust be
struck by the faet that though in this time
of finaneial stringency we find large sums
still being given to those portions of the
State close to the metropolitan avea, :he
producing distriects have suffered to a
miuch greater extent than one could think
possible. In connection with our roads
grants: we have this year something like
£35,000; whereas the municipal grants
are no less than £52,000. The view I
take is this; if we find it necessary -to
economise our expenditure surely we
should start on that class of expenditure
that does not directly help to produce new
wealth in this State. The very last ex-
penditure we should tackle is that ex-
penditure that is helping to produce new
wealth. It is the production of new
avealth that is necessary for our welfare.
Scheme after scheme is brought up, pro-
posed by the Government, that must only
aid to further concentrate expenditure in
the metropolitan area. If there was an
over-flowing Treasury one could perhaps
find exeuse for this, but the fact that we
have not sufficient revenue proves to my
mind it is a fatal mistake, that when re-
ductions are to be made they should be
made in the producing distriets and nof
made in the non-producing districts of
the State. We have proposals outlined
for instituting a system of secondary
education which must cost a large sum of
money, and when we look into the pro-
ducing districts and the far back distriets
we find a great difficulty in securing pro-
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per educational facilities for the childven.
Recently we have had a certain number of
bursaries, or prizes of some kind, granted
by the Government, and it is instruetive
to note that out of 30 of these bursaries
only five ‘of them have been distributel
outside the metropolitan drea. The farm-
ing distriets and the goldfields distriets
got five of these, whereas 25 went to child-
ren in the’ metropolitan area. That in
itself indicates that the education given
to the conntry distriets and the goldfields
distriets is not on the . same standard
as that given in the metropolitan
area. The wealth of the State depends
on the wealth of the country. If you
-are going to build up your country,
and fill your country with people, you
must give the children of country people
every educational facility and give the
people as much comfort as you ecan. It
would be the wisest policy for members
sitting for metropolitan districts if they
were to discourage further expenditure in
the metropolitan area and encourage its
distribution wider afield. I say that, to
make the metropolitan area rich, the
quickest policy would be to secure the
richness of the country. I consider the
country has really a grievance against the
Government in connection with the roads
grant expenditure, and I trust that when
the Loan Bill eomes down we will have
some provision m%de in that Loan Bill for
the extension of our country road system.
I do not propose this should be an un-
produective expenditure. I hope to see in
the Roads Board Bill to be introduced
a provision whereby roads boards can
borrow money, get a portion of the loan
money that has been specially provided
for the building of roads, on condition
that they provide interest and sinking
fund on the money so borrowed. I do
not advocate that we should spend money
on building roads that arve not reprodue-
tive, but money should be available for
the various roads boards of the State vut
of loan on condition that the interest and
sinking fund is provided by these people.

Mr. Angwin : They should raise the
money themselves.

Mr. JACOBY: They could not do it
in such advantageous eircumstances as
the Government, It is unquestioned that
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we are suffering from a serious depression
in the State, and when one looks round
for the cause of that depression one can-
not find the cause to be incidental to the
country itself, because we find in every
direction cultivation is being sueccessfully
carried out, and though it is possible that
this year we may have perhaps an aver-
age of one bushel per acre less than last
year, still our harvest last year was a

good one, being nearly 10% bushels, for’

comparatively new wheat country. Where
we have large areas opened up under con-
ditions which do not give the ground the
best opportunity of yielding the best re-
turns, an average of 10 bushels is a good
result, If we are able to start at this
early stage of agricultural development
with a return of that nature it will not
be many years before we will be able to
inerease it by intense cultivation to 20
bushels per acre. It is not any shortage
in the production of the primary wealth
of this State that is the cause of our de-
pression. There are other causes, and I
think most people will agree with me that
the principal cause is the shortage of ac-
tual cash for the ordinary services of the
people of the State. That has been
brought about partly by the fact that the
exports from Australia during last year
owing to the drought in the Eastern
States, were short in value something like
six millions sterling, and instead of get-
ting back as much hard cash for the ma-
terial that we ekported as during the

previous year we were that much
short.  That has had a bad effect
upon the finances of Australia as a

whole and has affected this State, be-
cause whatever shortage there is in Aus-
tralia must be particularly felt in West-
ern Australia. In addition to that faet
it is also to be remembered that there has
been for years past a heavy drain upon
the cash resources of this State. We
have heen exporting a large amount of
gold, and part of that has been utilised
for the payment of dividends to people
who reside outside our borders. We find
that dividends that have heen paid
for years past by gold-mining com-
panies, nearly the whole of which
are owned outside the State, amount
to  between one and two millions
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sterling per annum, and that means thac
the wealth produced in this State is being
deposifed outside the horders of the State.
I am net eomplaining about that, I amn
endeavouring to explain some of the re:-
sons that have led up to the causes of the
present shortage of cash in this State.
And it must be remembered that this
large amount of wealth goes to fill the
pockets of people who live outside the
State, and it can be recognised how un-
fortnnate it is as far as it concerns the
cash deposits and reserves of the State..
In addition we have another important
factor that is helping to bring about the:
present position. Interest and sinking
fund, most of which is sent abroad for
the public loans of this State, amounted
to £600,000 in the year 1901-2, and it has
gradually risen to £900,000 in the year
1907-8. That has been another important
factor which has led to the financial de-
pression from which we are suffering.
I intend to offer some suggestions in eon-
neetion with the proposal to remedy these
matters, but before doing so I want to
point out yet another factor that is work-
ing to the disadvantage of this State,
and that is the fact that of the six bank-
ing institutions that are operating in the
State three of them are doing anything
but their duty to the State. From the
finaneial returns we find the West Aus-
tralian Bank has on hand deposits to--
talling nearly two millions sterling, and it
has advanced a little over £63,000 more
than it has received in deposits. The
National Bank has a splendid record in
that respect, because it has on deposit
£493,000, and it has advanced to the
people of the State over a million pounds.
The TUnion Bank has on deposit
£1,172,000, and"it has advanced to the
people of the State £1,479,000. Those
three banks are admittedly doing their
duty to the people of the State; they are
advancing not only deposits received but
portion of their eapital to assist in the
development of the State; but with re-
gard to the other banks there is a different
tale to tell. The Bank of New South
Wales has £548,994 on deposit, but it
has only loaned to the people of the Statz
£256,497; the New South Wales bank is
therefore retaining of the deposits re-
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ceived, £292,497. The Commercial Bank
bas received deposits to the extent of
£344,497, and it has only advanced to its
customers £250,866, or £93,631 less than
it has received in deposits. The Bank of
Australasia has received in deposits
£492,423, and has advanced to its eus-
tomers £361,669, or £130,754 less than
the amount they received. I think steps
should be taken to discourage this state
of affairs as far as these three latter
banks are concerned. The Government
has some arrangement, I believe, where-
by it equally distributes what funds
it has, in fairly equal proportions, among
the various banks in the State, and the
effect is this, that if the Government de-
posits with either of the three banks last
mentioned, it must allow them to set free,
moneys for use in this State and else-
-where, and no suggestion can be made
than that this sum equal to over half 2
million of money of State and private
deposits has been transmitted to the East-
ern States for use over there.

Mr. Bath: As long as they are private
corporations they are looking for the best
investments.

Mr. JACOBY: We are dealing with
the position as it at present exists in this
Siate, and T think if the hon..member
comes to the question of a State bank he
will find that a large proportion of
the elass of business done by these
banks cannot be attempted by a
State Bank. I am arguing that the
‘Government should not make use of the
banks that are doing this injustice to the
‘State; the Government should refuse to
do any business whatever with banks
such as these which are failing so lament-
ably in their duty to the State. I want
to refer to the proposal of the Govern-
ment that a duty should be placed on the
banks. When the Government bring down
that measure I shall then have an oppor-
tunity of examining ' the arguments thai
will be advanced in support of it, but at
present I cannot see my way clear to sup-
pert the motion.

Mr. Bath: They are not going to bring
it down.

Mr. JACOBY: If it should get into
Committee 1 hope that amendments will
be carried to more equitably distribute
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the taxation so that it will hit those
banks that are not doing their duty to
the State, and not so heavily hit those
banks that arve.

Mr. Bath: 1 do not think we will see
the Bill.

Mr. JACOBY : Take, for instance, the
Western  Australian bank, which has
been established by the ecapital of the
people of this State. We find that that
bank has 53 branches, and the proposal
of the Government will hit them to the
extent of £1,570. The proposal to charge
a sum per branch is most inequitable. Now
the National Bank has 21 branches and
the Union Bank has 15. These two banks
and the local bank are doing their duty as
joint stock banks to the people of the
State, and they are pushing out into the
back blocks, and giving banking faeili-
ties to the people there. But they ave
the banks that will have to pay most
of the taxation proposed by the Govern-
ment, while the banks that ave not pro-
gressive, the timid banks that have not
sufficient faith in the State to put back
their deposits among the people of the
State, but send it away to other States,
are going to get off lightest under this
scheme of taxation. T hope, if the tax
gets through, its incidence will be so
arranged that it will hit all banks to an
equal amount, and not necessarily those
that are doing so mueh good to °
the State. I listened with much in-
terest to the proposal of the Treasurer
in regard to sinking funds, and to his
opinion that in future our loans should
only carry a half per cent. sinking fund
instead of one per cent. as now. I must
express this opinion, that so far as our
railways are concerned I do not consider
it necessary that we should have any
sinking fund at all. We maintain our
railways not only at the value they were
when constructed, but we have appre-
cigted them out of ordinary railway
revenue: and inecreased their value. In
these cirenmstances the security for the
loans is much better to-day than when
we borrowed the money. Therefore, as
I am agreeable to the abolition of the
sinking fund in so far as it affects re-
productive works in the nature of rail-
ways, I certainly welcome the Treasnrer’s
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this direction.

Mr. Bath: When the mono-rail comes,
the existing railways will be scrap-
heaped, and what will be the position
then ?

Mr. JACOBY: When flying machines
come, the mono-rails will be serap-
heaped, but I think we should follow the
system followed in the old country, and
that is, in good seasons we should put
by out of surpluses. I think the sink-
ing fund should be provided out of the
surplus railway revenue when we ean
afford it, and according to the extent we
can afford it; that is, if we can pay 2 per
cent. or 3 per cent. one year, we should
do it, and the next year if business is
not so good, we might bring it down to
a half or a quarter per cent., or even
set by nothing at all.

Mr. Heitmann: It would be at the
will of the Minister. :

Mr. JACOBY: I admit at once there
is some danger in departing altogether
from the sinking fund provision, because
I am afraid we do not always have
Treasurers with sufficient virtue to be
able to insist upon utilising surpluses for
the purpose of the reduction of the
national debt, and I am afraid it is
quite possible the money might be util-
ised in other directions.

Myr. Bath: If you knock off the sink-
ing fund you will find the same thing will
crop up in regard to interest.

Mr. JACOBY: I do not agree with
that, because that means that the State
would repudiate. There are many loans
that are permanent; they can be paid
off at any moment, or not at all. The
greater proportion of the British Nation-
al Debt has no terminal date. They pay
it off just as they think fit, or as cir-
cumstances allow. It is impossible to
think that any British State is likely
to attempt anything in the way of ve-
pudiation. A British State’s stock is
the finest security offered to-day. The
stocks of British dominions are most
favoured, and are generally treated as
gilt-edged securities.

Mr. Heitmann: But the sooner the loan
is paid off the better. .

Mr. JACOBY: We must continue to
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borrow from London until we are able
to aceumulate within the borders of
Australia sufficient money for our own
needs, but we cannot do that until we
veach that stage in the export of our
products when the exportation more-
than counterbalances the imports. When
we veach that stage, instead of sending
away hard cash for owr requirements,
we would send away our wheat and wool
and other products. Then we can think
of borrowing in Australia instead of
outside, but until that time arrives we
must borrow from outside to get more of
the medium of exehange into the State,
because that is necessary for our develop-
ment.  The interest and sinking fuand
charge is now a pretty serious item in
connection with our railways. The in-
terest charge works out at 22.17d. per
train, mile, and the sinking fund charge
amounts to 5.32d. per train pule. Tt is
a pretty big sum to pay, but in this re-
spect we arve far better off than is the
case elsewhere in Australia, because the
interest paid on Australian railways is
30.9d. per train mile run during 1906-7.
I want to deal with the question of the
Sinking Fund Trust Aecount. In Lon-
don we had on the 13th of November the
sum of *£1,993,196. Nearly the whole of
that is invested in Western Australian
stocks, and we have this peculiar posi-
tion, that every year we transmit to
London interest on nearly two million
pounds to pay ourselves. I think the
time has arrived when we shounld con-
sider the whole question of the sinking
fund. I am not quite sure whether it
would not be hetter to arrange in future
that, instead of continuing our own
bonds that we may purchase, we might
caneel them as soon as they are pur-
chased. T admit there are some diffieul-
ties that would have to be worked out
by actunaries, because it is necessary that
a sinking fund should acecumulate by
combined interest for the purpose of
ultimately redeeming the whole of the
loan which it eoncerns, but T believe
that the result would show that it would
pav us better to cancel the stoek im-
mediately we purchase it, instead of
keeping it in London and transmitting
money there to pay ourselves each year
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on our own stock. There is unquestion-
ably the- need in this State for further
money as a medium of exchange, and
there is abundant scope for its invest-
ment. I was informed by one of the
leading bankers in this State recently,
that he could easily find investment
each year for a quarter of a million
more money than he has now available.
Jt appears to me, seeing the condition of
the country for the want of further cash,
that it might be advisable for us to take
into consideration the repealing of the
Inseribed Stock Aet which provides that
this money should be kept in London.
Then we might keep the money within
our own borders. I can see no good
reason why this money should be kept
in London. Certainly it should be kept
in the hands of trustees, but if we keep
it within the borders of the State, it
would make all the difference in the
world. We could not get it here all at
once, but if we could get it here in fairly
large quantities it would turn our pre-

sent depression into a state of pros-
perity; it would have a very buoyant

effect upon our revenue, and throughout
the State it would make a marvellous
difference in the eondition of affairs.

Mr. Bath: The money would be tied
up just the same.

Mr. JACOBY: Yes, but it would set
free funds in other directions which
could be safely invested in the State.
Tt would cause people looking for gilt-
edged securities, the men who invest
their money only in the most conserva-
tive way, to look for investments of
a nature morve likely to help the devel-
opment of business or the development
of the lands of the State. There are
many people who have money to lend,
but will not lend it outside the City.
TIf money is lent on City property it does
not help the producer, primary or second-
ary, it does nothing to increase pro-
duction. If the sinking fund were
kept here, it would practically take
up alarge proportion of investments
of that sort, and would let free
another two millions for the develop-
ment of the State. This is a question of
considerable importance, and I trust it
will be given very careful thonght. The
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question of the investment of the fund
would perhaps cause some little trouble,
but I am satisfied it would be success-
fully overcome. We have au option
over certain of our loans in April 1911;
and as it appears money is likely to be
cheaper in London within the course of
a vear or so, I trust the Government will
find they are able to successfully take
up this option and convert the present
stock into cheaper stock, probably carry-
ing lower interest. At any rate they ean
certainly provide that the stoek will
carry a smaller proportion of sinking
fund than we are now paying. We might
probably be able to get it on a lower
than the present average rate. It will
give us an opportunity to have a lower
sinking fund upon this partieular por-
tion of our public debt, and that would
be a big advantage. I do not propose
to occupy the time of members longer;
but before sitting down I would like to
express my regret that when ecriticising
the speech delivered by the Treasurer,
the Leader of the Opposition should have
accused him of having an absolute dis-
regard to the first principles of honest
commercial management of our affairs.
I must express regret that the Leader of
the Opposition evidently hardly realised
the responsible position in which he
stood as a critic of the Government and
the effect his words were likely to have
upon this State when published abroad.
There is nothing in the conduet of the
public affairs of this State, nothing that
has been shown in the Auditor General’s
report that would justify in any sense
the word ‘‘dishonest.’” There are cer-
tainly things that have been Wwrong; but
they have been done for years in this
State, and probably when the Labour
Government were in power. But the
point I want to make is this, that
responsible public men in this State
must have a sense of their respon-
sibilities, and remember that what they
say—especially the Leader of a party—
may be taken as an indieation of the
actual state of affairs in the State. No
other meaning ean be attached to the
words of the T.eader of the Opposition,
if read by those who know neither the
member nor the facts of the case, that
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there is corruption in the management of
affairs.
Mr. Troy: So there is.

Point of Order.

The Premier: On a point of order.
The member for Mt. Magnet says there
is corruption in the conduct of the finan-
cial affairs of this State, and I demand
a withdrawal.

The Chairman: 1 did not hear it; but
if the hon. member made the remark he
must withdraw.

The Premier : The hon. member knows
he made the remark.

Mr. Troy : 1 cannot withdraw what I
did not say.

The Premier :
bling.

Mr. Troy: The hon. member for Swan
made a remark. I did not say anything
about eorruption. .

The Premier: You said, “So there is.”’

The Chairman: The Premier heard the
hon. member make the rvemark and he
must withdraw.

Mr. Troy : If I had made the remark
I should withdraw; but I made no re-
mark. Did the Premier hear me say the
Government were given to corruption?

The Premier : The bon. member for
Swan said that one would obtain the im-
pression from the remarks of the Leader
of the Opposition that there was eorrup-
tion in the administration of the affairs
of the State, and the member for Mt.
Magnet said, “So there is.”

Mr. Troy: Said that in reply to what?

The Premier : Be a man; what is the
use of quibbling.

The Chairman: If the hon. member
made use of the words attributed to him
he must withdraw.

Mr. Troy : If you,can tell me what is
offensive in what I said I will withdraw.
If T say, “So there is” can the Premier
say that refers to anything the member
for Swan said? I do not attribute so
much importanee to the statements of the
member for Swan as to make any inter-
jection; but if he thinks that is offensive,
I will say, “so it is not.”

The Chairman: The member for Swan
made reference to words used by the
Leader of the Opposition in a speeeh with

There is no use quib-
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regard to the finances, and said that the
meaning was conveyed, that the Govern-
ment were guilty of corruption. The Pre-
mier says the hon. member for Mt. Mag-
net interjected, “So there is.” If the mem-
ber made use of those words—I admit I
did not hear them for I was reading at
the time—he certainly must withdraw.

Mr. Troy: First of all the Premier

The Chairman: I cannot allow any dis-
cnssion.

Mr. Troy: I say I did not say if, and
I will not withdraw what I did not say.
Let the Premier say what I said. I

.am not going to be jumped on in this

House. i

The Premier: Everybody knows that
what I say is absolutely correct.

The Chairman: I must confess I did
not hear the remark; but the Premier has
pointed out that the member for Mt.
Magnet made the remark and T must call
upon him to withdraw.

Mr. Troy: You did not hear the re-
mark

The Chatrman : I cannot allow any dis-.
cussion.

Mr. Troy: 1 said T did not say it;
why should I withdraw?

The Chairman: The member must with-
draw the expression.

Mr. Troy: I deny having used the
expression.

The Chairman: No further discussion;
the mewber must withdraw.

Mr. Troy: In deference to the House;
if the member for Swan is offended by
a remark I made, I say there is no of-
fence meant.

Mr. Jacoby: It has nothing to do with
me.

Mr. Nanson : Other
heard the expression.

The Chairman: The member has with-
drawn.

Mr. Nanson: I did not hear him.

hon. members

Debate resumed.

Mr. JACOBY: I had practically fin-
ished what I intended to say. I was
just expressing regret that members who
hold responsible positions are not more
careful in their language. Although
there may be many things to which we
take exception, and although there are
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aets of the Government committed, and
perhaps to be committed, with which we
.«do not agree. I say this: that there is
nothing in the public management of

this State that would allow anyone
truthfully to say that there is anything
«eorrupt.

Mr. Heitmann: Are you in a posi-

tion to be a judge?

Mr. JACOBY: The Leader of the Op-
" position said there was an absolute dis-
regard on the part of the Treasurer of
the first principles of honest commereial
management of our affairs, and T said
the only construction that could be put
upon that statement by anyone ountside
this State—anyone not conversant with
the affairs of the State, and not know-
ing the individuals who make such state-
ments as that made by the Leader of
the Opposition—was that it was an aceu-
sation against the Government of cor-
ruption.

Mr. Scaddan: You have no right to
_ put those words into his mouth.

My, Troy: On 2 point of order. Tsthe
hon. member in order in saying the
Leader of the Opposition accuses the
Government of being corrupt?

The CHAIRMAN: The member
for Swan (Mr. Jacoby) has not
accused the member for Brown Hill
(Mr. Bath); he is simply saying what
the speech delivered by that gentleman
conveyed to his mind.

Mr. Collier: He has a warped intel-
lect.

Mr. JACOBY: That was the impres-
sion I received from his speech, and it
is the impression anyone else will get
if he does not know the individuals who
make such remarks, and the affairs of the
State. The time has arrived when we
should decentralise our expenditure and
take certain steps necessary, if within
our power and advisable, to place in
various parts of the State a larger com-
mand of the medinm of exchange. Given
that, there is nothing to prevent what is
now a depression, caused by an actual
shrinkage of cash, disappearing and pros-
perous times returning to this State.

Mr. Troy: 1 suppose the Premier does
not call corruption giving his relatives
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jobs. I will give him some cases before
I have finished.

The CHAIRMAN: Order.

Mr. UNDERWOOD (Pilbara): As to
the construction put upon the remarks
of the Leader of the Opposition, the
member for Swan said that to his mind
the words conveyed such a thing—well
of course it is only to his mind. It
appears to me to be usual in speaking
to the Budget speech to refer to what
someone else has said. I listened very
carefully to the speeches by members,
ineluding the Treasurer, the Leader of
the Opposition, and the members for
Kanowna, Greenough, and Katanning;
and that of the member for Katanning
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) struck me as being
rather peeuliar. Anyhow the speech was
characteristic, and made an impression
on my mind. The hon. member spoke
of speeches he had heard previously, and
of the ealm, placid, and deliberate speech
of the member for Greenough (Mr. Nan-
son) which showed that the storm had
passed. 1 listened to the previous
speeches and did not know that there
had been a storm. The member for
Katanning said that the speakers pre-
viously had been disparaging the coun-
try, and in faet had been fouling their
own nests. The Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Kanowna had
dealt with higher State politics, and the
member for Katanning was ‘‘bushed’’;
being ‘‘bushed’’ he thought there was a
storm, and when the member for Green-
ough spoke he was enlightened. We all
appreciated the speech of the member
for Greenough; but the recollection left
in my mind was, that it was a speech
of roads and bridges. It appeared to
me to be the voice of Greenough ecall-
ing, calling in faultless grammar, ‘‘give
me my roads and bridges.’”” When
the roads and bridges were men-
tioned the member for Katanning had
struck a landmark; he knew where he
was—Ilike MeGregor: his foot was on
his native soil, and-its name it was Kat-
anning. I would like to take a few of
the statements made by the member for
Katanning. He eclaimed that this side
of the House had been disparaging West-
ern Australia.  The Leader of the Op-
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position had quoted a great deal from
the Auditor General’s report, and the
member for Kanowna had made other
statements. The member for Katanning
did not exactly understand these things
and he thought therefore that it must be
something against Western Australia. T
would like to point out to that hon. mem-
ber that he has to bear this in mind—so
far, at least, as I am concerned: that
we have found nothing wrong with West-
ern Australia. That is plain from the
fact that we have stayved in it. We came
to Western Australia and we found it
the best place we had struck up to date,
and so we stopped here. At the same
time it must be borne in mind that the
Government of Western Australia are not
all that could be desired, and that by
criticising the Government we are by no
means criticising  Western Australia.
Again, T think if the Auditor General
is allowed to make such eriticisms as he
did 1n his report, surely members of the
Opposition are entitled to make a few
also. T would like to say in regard to
that Auditor General that the Govern-
ment should either carry out the affairs
of the State in aceordance with the Audit
Act or abolish Toppin. For this reason:
I found that when his report was pub-
lished the whole of the metropolitan and
provincial Press was taken up with Top-
pin.  “Pro bono publico,” “Father of a
family,” “Constant Reader”—all these
. were clean out of it. There was no room
for any but Toppin. Now I want a
modicum of the space in that Press my-
self; and if the Government are not
oing to carry out the recommendations
contained in the Auditor General’s re-
port they ought, I say, to abolish Toppin.
And while Toppin makes the remarks he
has made, the members on this side of the
House also are entitled to criticise the
actions of the Treasurer and of the Gov-
ernment. The Treasurer said he was not
afraid of a deficit. He may not be, but
he and his colleagues seemed very much
afraid of it when Daglish was in power.
We had Rason and others erying out that
it was necessary to restore confidence and
balance the ledger. There was no crying
out then about not being afraid of. a
deficit. The deficit of the Daglish Gov-
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ernment was what the Rason Government,
and its continuation the Moore Govern-
ment, went to the country to remedy.
They remedied it by going further into
debt. And now they say they are not
afraid of a deficit. The member for
Katanning says he would sooner see half
a million deficit than a land tax; and
straightway he goes and votes for the
land tax. So I presume he wants both.
On looking through the division lists I-
find that on every oceasion the member
for Katanning voted for the tax. An-
other statement of the hon. member’s was
in regard to the unemployed. He said,
“There is a slight depression here. I am
not, afraid of a deficit. I have confidence
in the eountry. There are a few unem-
ployed, but those are the men who will
not work.” Here is a cutting from that
very correet jouwrnal the Western Mail.
It is dated from Newecastle, November
17th, and it reads:—

“A warning has been issued to la-
bourers desirous of securing employ-
ment on the Newcastle-Bolgart railway.
The contractors state that the material
has not come to hand, and not more
than 30 men ave employed. There is
little if any prospect of more men being
employed for eight or ten days. Al-
ready upwards of 50 men unemployed
are here, and if others come up the
position will be serious.”

The member for Katanning says these
unemployed do not want work. I heard
the Honorary Minister say that throwing
sheaves of wheat up on to a waggon was
hard work. 1 have thrown sheaves of
wheat on to a waggon and have worked
also in a contractor’s ballast pit. And I
can say that throwing sheaves of wheat
is only gentle exercise as compared with
the work in the ballast pit. Yet we find
that these men—not wanting work, aec-
cording to the member for Katanning—
we find that there are 50 of them waiting
for this ballast-pit employment. It is
very easy for a man comfortably seated
to say the other man does not want
work. But the fact that there are 50
men camped at the head of this line,
waiting for navvying work, convinces me
that these men are looking for work or
they would not be camped there. I have
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heard a man say that whenever a railway
tontract was going he was prepared to
walk 10 miles to dodge it. That man
knew what it meant. Yet these men are
up there waiting for it. Again, the hon.
member said we should not be afraid to
borrow. He said we require to borrow
at least another three millions.  The
Treasurer said we must continue borrow-
ing until we have -constructed 35,000
miles of railway. The Treasurer went
into the mileage of railway in Vietoria,
compared the area of Vietoria with that
of Western Auslralia, and said that to
bring our railways into line with those of
Vietoria in respeet to mileage we would
require 35,000 miles of railway, and that
we could not stop borrowing until this
was constructed. The member for Ka-
tanning only said three million pounds.
T have no objection to borrowing so long
as | do the borrowing. But there is the
man who lends. And we have to con-
sider the last loan. Of that sbme £70,000
odd was taken up by the public. The
other £930,000 was underwritten by the
stockbrokers. That, T may say, clearly
intimated to me that our borrowing days
are nearly done. We have heard of
messages to Australia; we have known
a lot of great men, big men, who thought
it necessary that they should send a mes-
sage to Australia; we have heard of the
silken bonds, we have heard of the mes-
sage of the late President and others.
But there was a message wafted aeross
the 14,000 miles of storm-tossed ocean
when that loan was floated; and that
message was, “Uncle’s buttoned up.” It
is right enough to say we want the loan;
but the question we have to consider is,
can we get it? And, judging by the last
loan, and by the last South Australian
loan, it must appear that there is some
doubt on that question. And when we
cannot get it we have to prepare to do
without it. I hold that Western Aus-
tralia can do without loans if compelled
to do so; and I trust that the day when
she will be compelled to do so is not far
distant. I heard one hon. member say
that we must borrow money to make
money. That is a false position. The
proper way to aceumulate money is by
lending money, and there are members
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in this Chamber who kiow it. When we
consider the history of the first great
millionaire, Rothschild—let us consider
how he made his millions, how when he
got a bit of inside information with re-
gard to the battle of Waterloo he hurried
back to England and bought up Govern-
ment bonds. In other words, he got in-
formation of what those great heroes had
done in fighting for the property of
Englishmen and in fighting for England.
He hurried across, and taking advantage
of the exigencies of the situation lent the
money. And there are many thousands
of the descendants of those same old
Waterloo heroes who are living on the
verge of starvation to-day, and have been
so living for years past to pay interest
to the descendants of that Jew Roths-
child, who got in ahead of them at the
time of Waterloo. I have studied this
question of borrowing money to make
money, and right through history the man
who has accumulated money is not the
man who borrowed it, but the man who
lent il. I have hLeard people advise other
people to follow the plough; and I have
studied that question too, and am econ-
vinced that tle man who follows the
plough has not nearly the same chance of
making money as the man who follows
the mortgage. And the idea that we
should borrow money to make money is
absolutely false in the history of the
world. The fact is that practically the
only way to accumulate money is by
lending it at interest and getting the other
fellow to work for the lender. Again,
the member for Katanning said we should
follow the system universally adopted in
the Eastern States. I am sure there are
many things in the Fastern States which
this State would do well to avoid. Take
the State T myself was born in—a most
prolific State for agrieulture; one ‘of the
finest States in the Commonwealth; a
great gold-producing State—and ask why
the best men of that State have been
driven out of it. Is the system that led
to that position one we should follow?
If we look at the emigration statistics ot
Australia for the last 15 years we shall
see where the men of Victoria have been
driven out of that State by the public
debt, by the interest they have to pay.



10383

Annual Estimates :

and by the big landholders. Then tell
me, is Western Australia to follow the
example of Vietoria? If she is, then
Western Australia is doomed to be of
not much consequence in the future. I
{rust there are many things that happen
in the Eastern States that will be a warn-
ing to Western Australia. The loan legis-
lation of Vietoria, and the borrowing
policy of Victoria and of New South
Wales are something that should be
avoided with both hands.
Mr. Daglish took the Chair.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: I admit that they
help to open up Western Australia, and
I have done work myself. T would not
be in Western Australia myself had it
not been for such people as the Clarkes
and Chirnsides who have driven out
better people than myself. Again, the
hon. member said that the Opposition,
that is, this side of the House, was ne-
cessary to keep the Government up to
the mark, but he deprecated the way in
which we did it. 1If we are here and are
absolutely necessary to keep the Govern-
ment to their work we should be the
judges as the best way to do that. I do
not believe in having -the Opposition
under the control of the Government. I
may say this, that if we have to take ad-
vice from the Government side as to
what ecriticism we shall offer, our eriti-
cism will be a very poor thing, and not
likely to keep them up to the mark. Not-
withstanding that, we cannot keep them
up to the mark with the eriticism which
we level against them now. The hon.
member deprecated charges of dishon-
esty and incompetence being made by
this side of the House, but it is not only
the members on this side of the House
who go in for that sort of thing. T lis-
tened to the Premier speaking at Men-
zies some time ago, and he told an audi-
ence there that with very few excep-
tions, the members of this (Opposition)
side never did a day’s work in their
lives.

Mr. Collier: No, he said all of them.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: He did: he said
members on this side never did an hon-
est day’s work in their lives.

The Minister for Mines: He did not
say that.
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Mr. Troy: He did, T heard him.

Mr. TNDERWOOD: It is all vewy
well to make these remarks, but when
you deprecate them, vou certainly
should not make use of such remarks
yourselves. This side of the House is
just as much entitled to make charges
of dishonesty, loafing, and vagabondism
as the other side. I would point out
again that this side of the House had
put up with a considerable amount of
abuse, it is beyond abuse, they are abso-
lute lies, from the classic Press, ‘‘Sun-
day Slimes”—the Sunday Sumn and the
Mirror. By the Government organs, the
classic journals that support the Gov-
ernment, we have many charges of dis-
honesty laid against us, and I say while
we have these charges laid against us, it
is rather miserable, poor indeed thai -
while they make these charges against
us they disclaim a few and kick up a
row about a few of the remarks made
about themselves. The Premier when
complaining about derogatory remarks
made by this side reminds me of a great
big kid coming home to his mother and
crying, ‘‘a little boy hit me.’”’  Again,
we have the member for Roebourne ii-
forming the House the other day thai
he would not give the sympathy that he
intended to give to this side of the
House.

Mr. Osborn :
will you.

You adhere to the truth
I never said so.

Disorder, a Member named.

The Chairman: The hon. member
should not debate what an hon. member
said on another question.

- Mr. Holman: He was sent in specially
for that.

The Chairman: I ask the hon. member
to withdraw that remark.

Mr. Holman: 1 will not withdraw it.

The (Chairman: If the hon. member
declines to withdraw I shall name him.

Mr. Holman: Then name me.

The Chairman: Under Standing Order
72 T name the hon. member for Mur-
chison for having been guilty of abusing
the rights of the House by making un-
truthful statements reflecting on the
Chairman.
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The Minister for Mines:
move—

I beg to

That the hon. member be suspended
from the service of the House.

The Chairman: 1 have named the hon.
member for Murchison and it has been
Pproposed that the hon. member be sus-
pended from the service of the House. Is
that seconded? ‘

The Attorney General: 1 second it.

Mr. Scaddan: Is it necessary to name
him by name. Should it not be by the
seat he represents?

The Chairman: I have named the hon.
member, that is sufficient. The motion
is that the hon. member be suspended
from the serviece of the House.

Mr. Bolton: What is the true mean-
ing of the motion?%

The Chairman: That the hon. member
be suspended from the service of the
House. .

Mr. Underwood: For how long?

The Chairman: 1 submit the motion
to the Committee.

Mr. Bolton: But I want it explained.

The Minister for Mines: The Stand-
ing Order is very clear on this.

The Chairman: Any time can be mov-
ed subsequently. The motion for sus-
pension is quite in order. I take this
opportunily of adding that the hon.
member was guilty of the most serious
breach of order an hon. member can
commit. He made a deliberate attack
on the Chair and when asked to with-
«draw deliberately refused, and persisted
in his refusal.

Mr. Scaddan: The Standing Order
strictly provides that on a motion being
made the Chairman shall put it withou
debate. It is unfair that a statement
should be made. T ask that you put the
motion forthwith in accordance with
Standing Order 42,

The Chairman: Before members vote
on it a statement should be made as to
the cireumstaneces.

Mr. Collier: TIs it necessary for yom
to enlighten members who were not in
the Chamber when the matter oceurred.
The Standing Order is very explicit. The
question shall be put forthwith. If you

(37)
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are permitted to make a statement deic-
gatory to the member for Murchison, in
all fairness a reply should be permitted
also. The Standing Order is explicit, no
debate shall take place, the motion must
be put forthwith. It is absolutely un-
fair for you to make a statemeut {o
members who were rot in the Chamker
at the time the disorder oceurred; they
were not here. It is not right that the
Chairman should inform members of the
occurrence when the member is not able
to reply. Under the Standing Order you
are compelled to put the question with-
out discussion and without debate.

The Chairman: 1 do not intend to.
make any further statement. I did noi
discuss the matter, T simply stated the
question. I thought members on boih
sides should understand the reason of my
naming the member. I will put the ques-
tion that the member for Murchison be
suspended.

Mr. Holman: Before putting the
auestion I desire to say on your arrival
in this House as Chairman of Commit-
tees, immediately you took the position
of Chairman you took action to ecall the
member for Pilbara to order. I said “He
was sent in for that purpose,” and I still
maintain it.

The Chairman: The hon. member
must resume his seat. T will put tlieh
question.

Question put, and a division called for.

Mr. Horan: May I ask, Mr. Chairman,
whether this suspension will" extend be-
yond one week or only one sitting?

The Chairman: It can be removed by
the House at any time.

Mr. Horan: The hon. member has been
suspended before.

The Chairman: The hon. member nmust
not make any further remarks.

Division resulted as follows:—

Ayes .. .. .. 25
Noes .. . .. 19
Majority for .. .. 8
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AYES.
Mr. Barnett Mr. Keenan
AMr. Brown Mr. Layman
Mr. Butcher Mr. Male
Mr. Carson Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Cowcher Mr. Monger
Mr. Davies Mr. N. J. Moore
Mr. Draper Mr. S. F. Moore
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Nanson
Mr. Gregory Mr. Osborn
Mr. Hardwick Mr. Price
Mr. Hayward Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hopkins Mr. Gordon
Mr. Jacoby (Teller).
NoES.
Mr. Angwin Mr. McDowall
Mr. Bath Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Gill Mr. Underwood
Mr. Gourley Mr. Walker
Mr. Heitmann Mr., Ware
Mr. Holman Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Horan Mr. Troy
Mr. Johnson (Teller).

Question thus passed.

The Chairman: 1 intend now to report
to the Speaker.

[Mr. Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Chairman: I have to report that
the member for Murchison has been sus-
pended from the service of the House.

The Speaker: The question is that the
hon. member be suspended from the ser-
vice of the House.
. Mr. Bolton: Who moved the motion,
Mr. Speaker?

Ar. Speaker: It is not necessary for
a motion to be moved.

Question put and passed.

Mr. Speaker: The member for Murehi-
son must leave the Chamber.

(The hon. member for Murchison then
withdrew.)

Committee resumed.
Mr. Daglish in the Chair.

Mr. TNDERWOOD: Your ruling, sir,
is that a member cannot mention any-
thing except what has occurred on this
particnlar debate; is that your ruling?

The CHAIRMAN: I ruled that the
hon. member was out of order in refer-
ring to some remarks which were made
by the hon. member for Roebourne, and
which were made in a debate on an en-
tirely different subject.
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Mr. UTNDERWOOD: I take it your
ruling is that a member can only discuss
remarks made on this partieular ques-
tion now before the Chamber.

The CHAIRMAN: I have already
given my ruling.

Mr. TNDERWOOD: I suppose I can-
not mention the remark made by the
Premier at Menzies?

Opposition Members: Yes you can.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Chairman
has ruled I cannot.

Members: Go on.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I just want to
say this: when that side of the House
talks about insinuations, they know

_ something about them; they have used

them. We have stood them for years;
for the last 20 years we have stood their
insinuations, and the particular pet in-
sinuation of the member for Menzies
about agitators who batten and fatten on
the workers. I have heard him use it,
but we must not say anything deroga-
tory to that side of the House; they
have a majority. I am quite prepared to
repeat the statement of the member for
Roebourne, but I am not allowed to do
so. If we have lost the sympathy of
the member for Roebourne we have lost
something we never had, and we can
bear that loss with equanimity. Now I
come to the question of land settlement;
and after all I think there is no ques-
tion hetter worthy of consideration than
this. The hon. member for Katanning
took me to task the other day on a
question—that was not this question, so
perhaps I cannot reply te it. But I
do not want to reply to that. I just
want to say that it has been stated by
myself and by Senator Needham that
there is no land in this State available
for settlers on account of the millions
of acres held by people who have locked
them up and prevented them from being
used. The member for Katanning says
that is not correct. Members of the
Legislative Council say that is not eor-
rect. The Colonial Secretary says the
Statistical Abstract proves that there is
great land settlement going on. Here is
the Statistical Abstract and the figures
are in it. The member for Katanning
objected that there were 234 million
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:acres belonging to the Midland Railway
Company. 1 am quite prepared to knock
that out of the ecalculation. I will give
those three million acres to the Mid-
land Railway Co. We have the position
on Jl1st . December, 1907, that we had
thirteen million acres alienated. We
take from that the three million aeres
of the Midland Railway Company and
then we take the area cropped under
artificially sown grasses; the area that
is cleared; the ground cleared and pre-
pared for next season; cropped land in
fallow; and area of other cleared land
previously eropped now used for graz-
ing or lying idle. We take all these
headings in the Statistical Abstract and
we find the total is 1,084,000 acres. We
have 13,000,000 acres alienated, and as
three million belong to the Midland Rail-
way Co., that leaves us 10,000,000 acres.
We have 1,000,000 acres in use and we
have 9,000,000 acres not in use. Yet
the member for Katanning will come and
say that I and others are making false
statements. We have 92,000,000 aeres
according to the Adbstract, and I will
allow the country to say whether I am
making a false statement or whether
the hon. member for Katanning is, and
T regret he is not earning his £200 a
Year by being present to-night.

Mr. Collier: He is only here when
there is something concerning his own
pocket.

The Minister for Mines: 1 would like
to draw attention to the remark of the
member for Boulder. I do not think
such a comment is fair. Surely we can
have a debate without reflecting on the
member for Katanning, even if he is not
present. I ask for a withdrawal of the
statement.

The Chairman: 1If the hon. member
made the statement I hope he will with-
draw it. :

Mr. Bolton: He said no such thing.

The Chairman: If the hon. member
made that statement he must withdraw it.

Mr. Collier: T made the statement, cer-
tainly. The hon. member for Katanning
is never present in the House except when
matters are being discussed which affect
his own pocket. I believe that statement
to be true and I refuse to withdraw it.
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The Chairman: The hon. member
must withdraw a statement like that.
Mr. Bath: On a point of order. I
would ask your ruling Mr. Chairman as
to whether the statement is out of order.
The statement that a member comes here
when matters affecting his own pocket are

‘being discussed, however the Minister for

Mines may regard it, T submit is not out
of order, according to the rules of the
House. I ask your ruling as to whether
the statement is out of order.

The Chairman: If the hon. member
intended to imply that the member for
Katanning came here tor the purpose of
serving his own inferest, the statement is
distinetly out of order. If that is what
the hon. member meant I hope he will
withdraw it.

Mr. Collier: I did not intend to imply
anything. I only stated the hon. mem-
ber was here when matters were discussed
which affected his own pocket.

Mr. Walker: That is ar historical fact.

The Attorney General: 1 submit tlie
Lon. member means that the member for
Katanning is looking after his own con-
stituency; but to say his own pocket is
personal, and he should withdraw that.

Mr. Walker: It may be that the hon.
member’s pockets are directly identieai
with the interests of the whole of the
State. The expression is capable of two
construetions and it is unfair for the
Committee to put the worst construction
on. Supposing it is true that the hon.
member was absent on some occasions,
and present on others when measures
were being passed affecting his pocket
one way or another, it might he a state-
nent of a historieal truth,

Mr. Johnson: 1 take it a member is
permitted to make a statement but it is
not permitted to hon. members to inter-
pret the statement as they think fit. The
statement was not made as a reflection
on the member for Katanning, unless the
Committee consider it sueh. It is not ouy
province to give an interpretation to
an hon. member’s utterances. An utter-
ance is not out of order unless we put
the worst possible construction on it.

The Chairman: I am very anxious to
allow members the fullest latitude in ex-
pressing an opinion, and to interpret the



1092 Annual Estimates:
rules of the House most liberally. 1£
the member for Boulder will assure me
that he intended no offence or imputation
on the member for Katanning, I shall be
satisfied with his assurance.

ALy, Collier: 1 did not intend to reflect
in any way upon the member for Katan-
ning; I merely made the statement that
the hon. member was present when matters
affecting his own private affairs were con-
cerned ; meaning that all legislation passed
in this House affects us. I intended no
private reflection on the hon. member.

The Chairman: The member for Pil-
bara may proceed.

My. GNDERWOOD: I am glad to be
able to proceed once more. I was saying
that many statements had been made in
recard to the amount of land available
for settlement, and we have the member
for Katanning saying that I was in error
along with Senator Needham in making
this statement. I am quite prepared to
stand alongside Senator Needham and his
statement as it has been published. Some
members of the Legislative Council saw
fit to move a motion practically eensuring
Senator Needham. It was not necessary
for them to go to Melbourne to find some
one to censure, because I have made this
statement time and again inside and out-
side this House, and if Mr. Sommers
wanted someone to attack why did he not
attack me? : .

The Treasurer: You are not worth at-
tacking.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I agree with
every part of Mr. Needham’s statement in
regard to this immigration question. The
Federal Parliament has voted £20,000 for
advertising Australia to induce immi-
grants to come to the various States of
the Commonwealth, and Senator Needham
said he admitted there was any amount of
room for a large population, but his idea
was to have a judicious scheme of immi-
gration, but it would be advisable before
inviting people to come here to have land
available on which they might settle,

Mr. Bath: That is what Lord North-
cote said.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: And a greater
man than Lord Northeote has said it. T
have said it several times, and I will say
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it again. If we want agricultural imuni-
grants it is neeessary to get land for them
to settle on, but we find from the various

journals of the East that every time a
block of land is put up in New South
Wales, Vietoria, Queensland, or South

Australia there are hundreds of apph-
cants for it. Only quite recently we had
a cartoon of a man sentenced to death,
and the jury returned a verdict of “Died
from natural causes; trampled to death
for trying to get land.” While this con-
dition of affairs obtains it is useless en-
deavouring to bring immigrants to this
country. Let us go into this question of
Jmmigration. This ecountry is paying
roughly about £10,000 a year—we cannot
get all the figures; and I presume the
other States are paying a similar sum,
whiech makes about £60,000 a year. In
addition the Commonwealth pay £20,000
a year, and notwithstanding Mr. Sommers
and the Colonial Secretary in regard to
the great flow of immigration, the result
for the last seven years has been that
17,000 immigrants have come to Australia,
roughly 2,500 each year, so we spend
about £80,000 a year to get 2,500 immi-
grants, and from these figures we see there
must be something wrong in our methods.
A man who calls attention to that is cer-
tainly one deserving some credit from his
country. Of course he cannot expect to
get it from Mr. Sommers. Mr. Sommers
goes on to say that the utterances of
Senator Needham were but what they
might expect. He said this hon. gentle-
man who had oceupied the exalted pnsi-
tion of a boilermaker’s assistant at 7s.
6d. a day and who was elected to Parlia-
ment had raised his own salary. In re-
gard to that I wish to say from my ex-
perience that a man who is a boiler-
maker’s assistant is as honest as a Jand
agent, and is certainly not likely to «et
land agent’s elhow. I spoke to Mr. Som-
mers to-night. I have a commission from
electors in my constituency who have
offered to give me the money to buy land
for them; I speak of men of a most ex-
cellent tvpe, but I cannot get the land.
So I asked Mr. Sommers where this land
is sitmated that is available, and he teld
me that he eould not tell me. Then I told
him it was no good talking to him.
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Mr. Heitmann : The Lands Department
cannot tell you.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am aware of
that. I have asked at the Lands Office, and
I have asked the land guides, and I have
inspected plans, but I cannot get within
easy distance of the railway from the
Government land worth settling on. Of
course I could get it if I paid Mr. Som-
mers and the other agents 5 per cent. on
the selling price; that is what Mr. Sow-
mers wants the immigrants for, to pay
him 5 per cent. During the discussion in
the Federal House, Mr. Dobson, of Tas-
mania, said that it was a nice thing io
publish abroad that there was no land
in Australia for the immigrants to go on.
Well, all T ean say is, that I am convineed
it is the truth, and that the man who
would publish abroad false statements
should be in gaol, and that the man who
says there is ample land for the immi-
grants to go on in Australia publishes a
false statement. The land is not there, it
is not available. The land that is worth
seblling on  or worth living on is not in
this State, and we are better sitnated in
this respect than any State in the Con.-
monwealth. This was a part of Senator
Needham’s remarks that was not quoted:
Senator Needham said that along with
the immigration policy there should be
a tax on the unimproved value of land.
That is the point that struck Mr. Som-
mers and Mr. Patrick and other members
of another place. I wish to say that Aus-
tralia wants immigrants badly; no one
realises more than I do the absolute neces-
sity for progress in Australia, and I know
that the only progress we can make in this
State is agricultural progress, with which
other progress will come. We cannot
expect to be a great exporting country
with regard to manufactures for a con-
siderable number of years; therefore, we
have to extend our agricultural develop-
ment. But in the past our immigration
" poliey has been an absolute failure, both
here and in the other States, as I have
shown by the figures of the past <even
vears., It is all right for Mr. Wilkes and
Mr. Irvine and others to talk of defend-
ing Australia; no one realises more than
I do that Australia is in danger, and that
it is absolutely necessary that we should
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open up the agricultural lands of Aus-
tralia for the people to go on as free-
holders and not as farmers’ slaves, as the
Treasurer would like to have them.

The Treasurer : You said they could
get no land.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: If I said so, 1
will correet it. I say again as Senator
Needham says that we have noue the
settlers can go on and make a living .

Member : What about the North?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I am well aware
of that; later on I will deal with the
point raised by the member for Bever-
ley. The State owns millions of acres of
splendid land, but a man ecannot go away
from a railway to ecultivate, the cartage
would kill him. But the land alongside
our existing railways is all held and set-
tlers are kept off it. There are nine
million acres that the settlers cannot
get on.

The Treasurer: How far is your land
from the railway?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Nine miles.

My,

The Tregsurcr: When did you take it
up? .

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Last year.

The Treasurer:
a bad example?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: It might be as
well to deal with this question of my
land. In the first place the great part of
it was held as a free homestead farm—
two blocks of it. There are two blocks
which have been held for some years. As
their name implies they ave residence
blocks. T found no residents on them,
and I had the land ringbarked myself.

Mr. Bolton: How did you get it?

Mr. UNDERWOOD: On my railway
pass. Had I not been a member
of Parliament I doubt whether I
would have got it. I fluked it.
It had been held for years before I got
il but the holders did not fulfil the con-
ditions. T saw the land gazetted, ap-
plied for it, and obtained it. Itis a good
block and I am pleased to have it. The-
member for York (Mr. Monger) has
made many statements concerning the
large tract of country I possess. I am
opposed to any alienation of Crown
land. The Treasurer might assume that

Then why show such
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the fact that I have taken up land
proves me to be insincere.

The Treasurer: Exactly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: He might just
as well say that Mr. A. E. Morgans is
insincere when he takes up a mining
property. 'That gentleman is most sin-
cerely in favour of no labour conditions
on mines, but he still takes up inining
leases. Although I object to the aliena-
tion of land just as much as that gentle-
man to the fulfilment of labour condi-
tions, still I take up the land as he takes
up mining properties. Again, I believe
in a State steamship service on the
North-West coast, but will the Treasurer
suggest T am not sincere in this belief
because T do not swim up to my elector-
ate vather than take a privately owned
steamer. T am opposed to the alienation
of Crown lands and if the Government
bring in a Bill preventing further alien-
ation T am prepaved to hand over the
land I hold immediately the Bill is pass-
ed, and take a lease of the property.
Take another example. If a bank were
to turn out a box of sovereigns in the
street I wounld try and get some of them
and so would every other member of this
Chamber. The man who obtained any
of those sovereigns would not be to
blame, but it would be a bad policy for
the bank. Tt is a bad policy for West-
ern Australia to allow me to get that
land. By my vote I am prepared to stup
farther alienation of Crown lands, and
if the Government will carry out that
princ¢iple T will vote with them; but un-
til they do that they have no right to
sneer at me or at any other member. A
few remarks regarding the lreasurer’s
statement in regard to the question of
land settlement. The TWest Australian,
dealing with the Budget speech, said:—
¢“Mr. Wilson, however, possesses the
exceptional power of heing able to in-
vest ficures with intevest.”’ In looking
through the speech we find that the
Treasurer stated that the land under
crop last vear had increased from 364,-
000 to 460,000 acres. and the increase
of arable and ecleared land was over one
million acres. On going through the
Statistical Abstract 1 find he took as a
comparison the yvear hefore last, and not
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last vear, as to the number of applica-
tions received. Then he concludes by
saving that a record was established.
There must be something wrong when he
obtains the figures in that way. I
agree that he makes the fizures interest-
ing, most interesting, and while he con-
tinues to quote the year before last for
last year, he is likely to continue to be
interesting. The member for Katanning
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) has accused us of
disparaging Western Australia, but I
may say I am doing nothing of the sort.
Rather, I am praising it. I am ealling
attention to the magnificent natural re-
sources of the Treasurer’s imagination,
A country that can grow an imagina-
tion like that can grow anything.

Mr. Walker : It is imported.

Mr. GNDERWOOD: It developed in
this State, I believe, and it is a credit
to us. The member for Katanning said
that according to my own practical
knowledge, which he praised perhaps
unduly, I knew that a man could not
develop his land in the course of a year
or two. 1 quite agree with him, but is
it a year or two since this development
started? Here is Hansard. 1 have a
copy of the report of a speech made on
the 29th July, 1903, by the then Minis-
ter for Lands, the present member for
Beverley (Mr. Hopkins). Speaking on
the Address-in-Reply he said—

““And to 1illustrate also to mem-
bers the enormous amount of work
this office is undertaking at present, I
may say that from the 1st January to
the 22nd July we have received 4,813
applieations for land, and I am pleas-
ed to say that to-day land selection
shows an increase of more than 100
per cent., the highest record ever
achieved before in the history of the
State.”’

That was six years ago. The Treasurer
savs the same thing to-day—the highest
record ever achieved in the historv of
the State. I will gnarantee that if one
takes Hansard from 1900 to the present
time, he will find that every year some
responsible Minister stated that a re-
cord has been established in land settle-
ment, and that the applications had been
enormous. I do not say land can be de-
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veloped in two or three years, but a
period of six vears provides a fair trial.
There were 600,000 acres applied for in
1902, and surely it is only reasonable to
expect that” such land should now be
under cultivation. It is not under
cultivation. The Government have
absolutely failed to seitle people on the
lands of the State. All they have done
has been to sell land. In the circum-
stances, therefore, they should give way
to someone else who would try other
methods of settling the people on the
land. I do not wish to go into the ques-
tion of administration to-night, but one
point T would mention is in regard tc the
Northam lands office. When speaking to
the Address-in-Reply I said the officers
of the department had issued to me a
plan of certain land on which the whole
of the land surveyed in that distriet had
not been marked. A fortnight ago I saw
a plan which had been issned by the
Northam lands offiee, and on that plan
there were not marked over 12 blocks
which were held and surveyed. All the
blocks were held by settlers established
at the Tammin special settlement. It is
not only a waste of money for the Gov-
ernment to issue incorreet plans, but it is
absolutely a waste of time for the people
applying to receive incorreect plans. The
man who received the plan in question
went out to the settlement to look at the
land. He found that my block, that of
Mr. Bath and those of others, were all
marked on the plan as vaeant, and on
going further on he found that 50 people
were settled, whereas no mark appeared
on the plan. There was one block which he
found to be vacant, and he went to the
Northam lands office and attempted to
apply for it. He was informed the block
was not open for selection, and it was no
use putting in an application. A few
weeks later Mr. Munyard applied for the
block and got it. The man I refer to
was refused the block, but a member of
the firm of Munyard and Kenworthy ob-
tained it. I have here many statements
regarding land settlement, and I may
make use of them later on. While in-
stances of this deseription oceur, we ave
likely to have serious remarks made as to
the administration of the Lands Depart-
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ment. As to the remarks of the member
for Beverley (Mr. Hopkins) that the land
here could in no way be compared with the
rich lands of the Eastern States, I hLave
gone to some trouble to look up the statis-
ties, and I find that for the last seven
years the Western Australian average for-
wheat production is 11 bushels odd, while.
New South Wales is 10 bushels, Victoria
9, and the Commonwealth 9. With the
exception of Tasmania and Queensland,
in which States there are very small areas
under wheat, Western Australia has the-
best average in the Commonwealth. Not-
withstandng that, the member for Bever-
ley says that the land is worse here than
in the Eastern States. I am convinced
that we have in this State millions of acres
of the best wheat-growing land in Aus-
tralia. Now, coming to the taxation pro-
posals of-the Government, I find on read-
ing a leading article in the West Austre-
lian on the Treasurer’s speech, it is said—
" “The speech shows something of that
combination of analysis and imagin-
ation so rare in financial experts.”
I assume the Treasurer analysed the
deficit, and imagined a surplus by putting
on an amusement tax. During the.recent
electioneering campaign at Roebourne, an
unsuccessful member was asked by an
elector at the back of the hall “Is - the
candidate in favour of a bob in and the
winner shouts?” It was thought this was
only a jest, or, at least, an alecoholic irre-
levaney, but when we examine the tax-
ation proposals of the Government. we
are convinced that that elector saw with
true prophetic vision the taxgs now pro-
posed by the Moore Governnient, and
he spoke in his erude, bush language and,
like many of us bushmen, was misander-
stood. What, however, could be a more
apt illustration of the proposals of the
Government than “A bob in and the
winner shouts.” First of all there is the
amusement tax. Perhaps although this is
not a case of a “bob in” it is one of
“A sprat in and we sell a horse.” 1
agree with the member for Greenough
(Mr. Nanson) that amusements have been
taxed to a great extent, and that the class
of people taxed above all others in ihis
or any other State is that which goes to

horse races. Yet we propose to tax them
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further. We get a ride to the racecourse
on the Government railways for 2s. 6d.,
along what is really a threepenny trlp
We have to pay the totalisator tax. Now
‘we are to have a tax on tobacconists.
Tobaceo is one of the most heavily taxed
commodities in the State to-day. The
amount of the tax is three times the value
-of the article itself. Yet the Government
have decided on that tobacco tax. Then
there is the brokers and land agents’ tax.
I regard this as “a bob in.” Tt is more
than sixpence. Considering what the
Jland agents have done—what Sommers,
Crick, Willis and others have done—I
think we can impose this tax. Conse-
quently T shall support it. Then again
we are to have a tax on banks. T am of
opinion that the banks can very well
.afford to pay the tax. And I am going
to support that tax, if only to get even
with them for the half-gninea charged
me each half-year for keeping my poor
little aceount. I am convineed that the
Government have absolutely failed to ad-
vance the agrieultural progress of this
State, and that we as a State, and Anstra-
lia as a whole, must absolutely rely on the
agricultural progress. That progress can
only be made by a solid land tax,
‘with some stringent measures in regard
to holding unused land. Until the Gov-
-ernment have introduced that land tax,
until they have fairly attempted Lo grap-
ple with the question of land eultivation,
they are certainly not likely to advance
the progress of this State.
Progress reported.

BILL—-EMPLOYMENT BROKERS.

Received from the Legislative Council
and read a first time.

House adjourned at 11.34 p.m.
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Vermin Boards Bill.

Legislative Council,
Thursday,- 17th December, 190S.
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Adjournment, Christmas holidays ...

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—GOLDFIELDS
STPPLY, NORTHAM SERVICE.
Hon. G. THROSSELL asked the Col-

onial Secretary: In view of the large
amount of new settlement in the coun-
try North of Northam, and the conse-
quent demand for water, will the Gov-
ernment give early consideration to the
devising of some plan for supplying the
settlers with water from the Coolgardie
mains on more satisfactory conditions
than now obtain, and so afford encour-
agement to further settlement?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY rve-
plied: The Government are prepared to
give consideration to any proposition
that will enable these extensions to be
carried out without loss to the State.
The only alternative proposal to a guar-
antee of consumption equivalent to 10
per cent. on the capital cost of an ex-
tension yet suggested, is the introduetion
of legislation enabling a rate to he
struck on all agrienltural lands served
by a branch main, which has not been
favourably received.

WATER

BILLS (3)—THIRD READING.

1, Bridgetown-Wilgarrup Railway; 2,
Land and Income Tax; 3, Upper Chap-
man railway—passed.

BILL-VERMIN BOARDS.
In Committee.
Resumed from the previous day.
Postponed Clause 47— Funds of boards,
rates:



