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of other items making up the total expenditure
of the line. (e.) The length of the line. (f.)
The date the line was commenced, and the date
the line was finished and declared by the
Commissioner of Railways fit for traffic, as
prescribed by "The Railways Act, 1878."
He said this motion was in a sense
preliminary to, and designed to elicit
information for the framing of, a motion
to be tabled liater, having reference to the
advisability or otherwise of continuing
the policy of constructing public works
under the system of departmental day-
labour. That system, there was reason
to fear, resulted in heavy loss to the
State. Presumably the Minister would
offer no objection to the passing of the
motion.

Question put and passed.

LEAVE OP ABSENCE.
On motions by Hair. G. RAN4DELL, leave

of absence for one fortnight was granted.
to the Ron. C. A. Piesse (&outh-East),
on the ground of sickness, and for one
month to the Hon. 1. W. Hackett
(South-West), on the ground of urgent
private business.

On motion by HON. Mt. Lt. Moss,' leave
of absence for one fortnight was granted
to the Hon. J. E. Richardson (North), on
the ground of urgent private business.

FREMANTLE PRISON SITE BLLL.
Tntroducedby the MINnSrTFn oe LANDs,

and read a first. time.

TRANSFER OF LAND AMENDMENT
BILL.

Introduced by the MINIBTEaRon LANDS,
and read a first time.

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

Introduced bytheMNnSrEiRoaLANnS,
and read a first time.

PUBLIC SERVICE ACT AMIENDMIENT
BILL.

Introduced by theitNnSvn RFOR LimeD,
and read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT.
THaEMIXISTER FOR LANDS

moved: "That the House, at its rising,
do adjourn to this day fortnight."

How,. Mt. L. MOSS suggested three
wreeks, and stated reasons.

THE PRESIDENT explained that, as
the printed Bills would be forwarded to
members early, there would be plenty of
business for the House on re-assembling.

Question put and passed.
The House adjourned until Tuesday,

12th August.

Lcgiztatibc A%0ornbtpI
Tuesday, 29th .Tuly, 1902.

Papers presented -Question zMidland Company tmmi-
greats, Breach of Ajreemeut-QueStion: Menzies.
LeonoraPRway Freig ht,8e-Qoesion: Imported
goods, Tonnage Qunestion:- Rnwy cods,
Oharges Eastward Q uestion; Oeraldton Jetty,
Particulars - Question r N9arbours Expenditure-

Qustion: Fremantls H~arbour, X4tnbility of Quay-

an ustin: allwy Satin ki FrrmuleAltera-

tion: Stores Account, percening addition-
Question: Lund Settlement, NorsemnEsperLauce-
Question: Midland Company Lands Sur-Rel
wa Bates: Personal Expiaation - A7rssi.
Rply fifth day, divisfion-Adjournment

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

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the COLONIAL SECREITARY: 1,

Report of Conference of Statisticians held
in Hobart, 1902. 2, Blue Book for 1901.
3, StatisticaLl Register for 1900.

By the PREMIER'- List of permissions
granted to construct timber railways.
Annual reports of Under Secretary for
Lands, Surveyor General, Stock IDepart-
ment, Rabbit Department. Report, with
appendices and evidence, of Royal Com-
mission on Coolgardie Water Scheme,
with copies of two interim reports.

By the MINISTER FOR WORKS AND
Rnr1LWi&Ys: Certified copy of agreement
between the Hon. Walter Kingsmiil and
W. J. George; also copy of the IRailway
Rate Book.

Order: To lie on the table.

Papers.[ASSEMBLY.]
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QlTESTJON-MIDLAND COMTPANY, 1MM]-
GRANTS, BREACH OF AGREEMENT.

Da,. M. O'CONNOR asked the Pre-
mier:- i, Whether the Government have
obtained advice in respect to the con-
tinned breach by the Midland Rail way
Corn any of Clause 45 of the Agreement
of 1886, referring to immigrants. 2, If
not, whether they intend to get such
advice. 3, Whether a permanent Gov-
ernment inspector has been appointed to
inspect and report on the Midland line,
etc. 4, Whether the Government intend
to compel 1his. Company to provide lava-
tory cars and other conveniences as per
1886 agreemnent. 5, Whether the Gov-
ernment has consented to the sale of any
land by Midland Company since the
report of the Select Committee. 6, If so,
the amount of each block, and to whom
sold. 7, If they have consented, whether
the Premier will state the reasons for so
doing in opposition to the Select Com-
mittee's report adopted by the House.

Tnn PREMIER replied: m, No. 2, I
propose to look into the matter myself
and see what can be done. 3, An In-
spection has been arranged for, and the
matter of appointing a permanent Govern-
ment inspector is under consideration.
4, Steps are being taken to deal with this
mnatter. 5. Yes. 6.,000 acres C. Kruger,
2,000 acres Ml. T. Padbury. 200 acres
Chas. Campbell, 300 acres IH. Powell,
100 acres E. Rudd, 120 acres J. Halligan,
350 acres S. Sheridan, 2,607 acres 5. 3.
Phillips. 7, Because the company had
agred to sell these blocks prior to
receiving notice that the existing practice
was to be varied.

QUESTION-IENZIES-LEONOR& RAIL-
WAY FREIGHT, Era.

MR. A. E. THOMAS asked the
Minister for Works : t, What bad been
the receipts on the Meuzies-Leoniora. line
from freight on goods carried and from
passengers? 2, What had been the cost
of carrying the same. 3, Whether any
of these costs had been debited to the
construction; if so, how muchP 4,
Whether the receipts bad been credited
to the construction of the line ? 5,
What had been the cost of that line.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied : z, (a.) Freight, £35,055; (b.)
passengers, etc., £18,600; total, £53,655

(to date, 24/7/1902). 2, £210,031 (to date,
24/7/1902), 3, No. 4, NO. 5, Cost Of
line to date, including rails and fasten-
ings, £201,622.

QUESTION-IMPORTED GOODS,
TONNAGE.

MR. A. E. THOMAS asked the
Treasurer: What tonnage of goods was
imported last year-(ct) From the
Eastern States and New Zealand? (6)
From elsewhereP

THE TREASURER replied: (a)
153,101 tons. (b.) 213,793 tons.

QUESTION-RAILWAY GOODt,
CHARGES EASTWARD.

Ma. A. E. THOMAS asked the Minister
for Works and Railways: i, The tonnage
of goods consigned from Perth and
Fremantle to Kalgoorlie during last year;
2, The freight charged on same.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS AND
RAILWAYS replied :i, Tonnage -
Fremantle, 21,990; Perth, 6,991; total,
28,981 tons. z, Freight - Fremnantle,
£74,059 10s. 7d.; Perth, £22,941 Is. 5d.;
total, £97,000 12s. Od. This traffic is for
the year ended 30th June, 1902.

QUESTION-OERALDTON JETTY,
PARTICULARS.

MR. A. E. THOMAS asked the Minister
for Works: i, What is the present length
of the Geraldton jetty; z, What is the
width of the jetty; 3, What is the depth
of water at the end of the jetty ; 4, What
was the cost; 5, Whether it was con-
structed departmentally or on contract;
6, What was the cost of the customs sheds
and bonded stores, etc.; 7, By how much
it is proposed to lengthen the jetty; 8,
What will be the depth of water; 9,
What is the estimated cost of the work;
i o, What was the tonunage of the harbou r
for last year.

TnE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: *, 1,702ft., with additional con-
necting portion for foot passengers, 300ft.
long, and l4ft. wide; z, 2Sft. wide for
630ft., 47ff. wide for 1,072ff., and l4ft.
wide for 300ft.; 3, 16-,ft.; 4, £E23,181;i
5, By contract;i 6, £C682; 7, L,SO0ft.; 8,
S2ft.; 9, £16,000; to, 26,137 tons (that
is inwards and outwards cargo handled).

Quegti&". Quedions.
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QUESTION--H ARBOURS EXPENDITURE.
MR. A. E. THOMAS asked the

Minister for Works:- How much money
has been- spent to date on the following
harbours :-(a.) Fremantle, (b.) Bun-
bury, (c,) Gerald ton, (di.) Esperance.

THE: MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: (a.) Fremantle-Expenditure in
connection with main scheme, £1,244,931
4s. 3d.; on other works, including jetty
improvements, £108,393 2s. 8d.; customs
buildings, bonded stores, etc.; pilots.
H1arbour-master's quarters, etc.; light-
houses, £1 7,018 2s. 8d.; total, £1,370,337
9s. 7d. (b.) Bunhury, £2126,370 5s. 7d. ;
(c.) Geraldton, £,31,134 9s. 3d.; (di.)
Esperance, £21,438 ias. 6d.

QUESTION-FREMANTLE HARBOUR,
STABILITY OF QUAY.

MR. HIGHAM asked the Minister for
Works: z, Whether any departmental
reports have been made recently as to the
stability of that portion of the Victoria
quay occupied by the mail steamers, and
facing the main railway station ? 2, If
so, what is the nature of the same ? 3,
Whether it is true that adequate dredging
to maintain the requisite depth of water
is inadvisable lest this section of the
quay and the adjoining buildings might
be endangeredP

THEs MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: z, The last report was wade in
Januaryv, 1901, and it bus not been found
necessary to obtain any siuce. 2, Thereport
mentioned showed that subsequent to
measures. which were taken in 1899, to
tie back the quay, etc.. no appreciable
movement of the quay bad taken place.
3, Dredging to the f ull depth has been com-
pleted. along the whole length of the quay,
except for about 500 feet immediately
opposite the mail boat station, where
four feet nearest the wharf has been left
at a depth of 26 feet, as it was considered
that no hindrance or harm to the shippn
could ensue; whereas, on the other hand,
these four feet and the material behind
being sall sand, the result of removal
might have been subsidence of the ground
bebind the quay and damage to the
buildings erected there.

QUESTION-RAILWAY STATION AT
FEMANTLE, ALTERATION.

Mn. HIGHAM asked the Mlinister
for Works and Railways: x, Wbether

the Government have decided not to erect
the proposed new main railway station at
Market Street, Fremantle? P z, If so,
whether they contemplate altering the
present station so as to provide proper
approaches and adequate facilities for
the passenger, luggage, and perishable
goods traffic passing through this station?
3, If so, when?'

Tn MINISTER FOR WORKS
AND RAILWAYS replied: i, The
question of station accommodation for
Fremnantle is under consideration, and no
decision has yet been arrived at. 2, Yes;
temporary, alterations have been author-
ised. 3, Steps are being taken to obtain
the necessary timber from local stocks,
and the work will proceed at once.

QUESTION-RAILS AND SLEEPERS,
CUE-NASININE.

MR. A. E. THOMAS asked. the
Minister for Works and Railways: t,

Whether the rails and sleepers for the
Cue-Nannine line were sent over the
Midland Railway. 2, Whether these
goods went through the Geraldton Sta-
tion. 3, What was the freight paid from
Fremantle to Gertddton. 4, What would
have been the cost bad they been shipped
to Geraldton.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
AND RAILWAYS replied: i, Yes. z,
No. 3. The rails were all supplied from
the relaying on the Eastern Goldflelds
Railway, near Southern Cross, and the
average freight on same to Cue via
Midland Junction was £22 16s. Id. per
ton. The sleepers were ohtained by con-
tract, the price including cost of delivery
at One. 4, The cost of trucking the
rails from the point of relaying on the
Eastern G3oldfields railway to Fremantle',
shipping from Frema~ntle to Geraldton,
and trucking them again to Cue, would
have amounted, by reason of great ex-
pense of handling such heavy weights, to
£4 s. 8d. per ton.

QUESTION-DREDGER AT ALBANY,
DAMAGE.

Mn. A. E. T HO0M AS asked the
Minister for Works: t, Whether some
months ago a, sailing ship was damaged
by the Government dredger in Albany
harbour. 2, Whether demurrage was
paid; if so, how much per day. 3, How
many superficial feet of timber were used

[ASSEMBLY.] Quedione.
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in the repair of the ship. 4, What was
the cost in labour. 5, What was the
total cost of the accident to the State. 6,
What was the estimated cost of the ship.

Tan MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: r, Yes. 2, Yes-after taking
legaladvice on the question. £8 l~s. 6d.

pe ay. 3, 9,700 superficial feet, 4,
£9692. 5, £2,043. 6, The estimated
value of the ship is £4,500.

QUESTION-STORES ACCOUNT, PER-
CENTAGE ADDITION.

How. F. H. PIESSE asked the
Treasurer: i, From what date dlid the
percentage addition, referred to in con-_
nection with the issue of Government
stores, come into force. 2, What is the
total amount added since that date to
30th June last upon stores issued. 3,
What has been the amount paid for
salaries and wages of the staff and store-
men employed during the period.

TnE TREASURER replied: i, July,
1896. z, X54,159 15s. 3, £79,303 18s.
7d.

QUESTION-LAND SETTrLEMENT,
NORSEMAN-ESPERANCS.

MR. A. E. THOMAS asked the
Premier: x, Whether Inspector White's
rejpo1rt on the land between Norseman
and Esperance was a favourable one. 2,
Whether bie recommended that 10,000
acres should be immediately thrown open
for settlement at Grass Patch and Salmon
Gums. 3, Whether this land has been
thrown open for selection.

THn PREMIER replied: x, Mr.
Inspector White's report is not wholly
favourable. For the first 40 miles north
from Esperance be found the country
generally poor, but between the 40 and
70 miles-the northern limit of his in-
spection-he states that two-thirds of the
country are suitable for the growth of
wheat and other cereals. z, Yes. 3,
Not yet.

QUESTION-MIDLAND COMPANY
LANDS SURVEYS.

MR. P. STONE asked the Premier:xi,
Whether the Government have at any time
carried out any surveys, or defrayed the
cost of any surveys, in connection with
the 31idland Railway line or Midland
Railway lands. 2, If so.-(a.) When

were such surveys completed. (it b) What
was the estimated cost. (c.) Whether
the amount, or any portion of the amount,
was paid by the Midland Railway Comn-
pans'.

THE PREMIER replied: i. Portions
of the boundaries of some of the Midland
Railway Company's selections have been
surveyed, and some of the Company's
surveys amended, by the Lands and Sur-
veys Department at Government expense.
2, (a.) On the 25th January, 1902. (b.)
The total cost of such surveys has
amounted to £2140 16ls. (c.) Messrs.
Crossland and Hardy, who were the
company's surveyors, have refunded £220
IR., and Mr. Hardy admits his liability
for another.£10. The balance (£110 isa.)
is for the survey of boundaries of the
company Is blocks, which bad to be marked
to determine the positions of Conditional
Purchase selections abutting on the Mid-
land Company's unsurveyed holdings.

RAILWAY RATES-PERSONAL
EXPLANATION.

TaE MINISTER FOR WORKS AND

RALWAYS ( Hon. C. HI. Rason): Be-
fore the buiess of the House is pro-
ceeded with, I claim the indulgence of
hen, members to make a personal ex-
planation. The other evening, in address-
ing the House on the question of the
amendment to the Address-in-Reply, I
stated the rates which existed on certain
classes of produce in this State, and I
compared them with the same classes
existing in other States. The next
morning, in a portion of the Press of
this State I was accused practically of
misrepresenting the facts and mis-
chievously misguiding the House. That
statement in the portion of the Press to
which I refer is based on some remarks
appearing elsewhere in the same paper;
*and it is currently rtimouredthat the letters
signed by the correspondent to w horn I
refer, under the nom de plume of I Fish-
plate "-undoubtedly very able articles,
I may be permitted to remark-are eon.-
tributed by Mr. George Williams Davies,
and are paid for at a liberal rate. Th at
may or may not he the case; they are
undoubtedly able, and if niot paid for
they should be. I am not aware whether
the leader of the Opposition will be able
to give any contradiction to that rumour
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or not, or whether hie thinks it worth
while to do so.

Mn. NANsoN:; There was another letter
signed with the name of the writer,
"Brown."

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
explanation which I wish to offer and
which I think is due to the House, is
this, I refrained from quoting the rates
applying to the same traffic in New South
Wales, and I stated that my object in
doing so w-as to save the time of the
House; but I have the figures in regard
to these rates in My possession, andI I
shall be glad to place them at the dis-
posal of the leader of the Opposition
or any other member of the House.
The same newspaper to which I refer
was good enough to say that the speech
which I inflicted on the House had been
very carefully thought out and prepared;
that, therefore, if I had quoted wrong
figures. there was absolutely no excuse for
doing so. I am obliged for that remark.
The claims on my time aire too great for
me to give much thought to the pre-
paration of a speech; therefore, if I had
misquoted the figures, however much I
might be sorry for it, there possibly
would be found for me some excuse. But
I have that statement-its battered state
[holding up paper] will show it is con-
siderably old, and not prepared specially
for my benefit. I simply took what
informiation came to my hands, but I am
glad indeed to say-old as the statement
is-that it is absolutely correct. Now I
will remind the House that I quoted
Classes A and B3, and 1, 2, and 3 of the
rates of this State, and compared them
with those existing in Queensland and
Victoria, and I maintained that if they
were compared 'with the same rates in
New South Wales, they would Still be
compared to advantage. Now I propose
to quote the New South Wales rates.

MR. MORN.s This is another second-
reading speech, not an explanation.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
is intended by way of explanation. and I
hope members will so receive it. Clas
A rates in W.A. 35s., class A rates in
N.S.W. 29s. 8d.; class B rates in W.A.
469. 8d., class B rates in N.S.W. 51s.
4d.; class 1 rates in W.A. lO3s. 4d., class
I rates in N.S.W. lO8s.; class 2 rates in
W.A. 135s. 8d., class 2 rates in N.S.W.
134e. 5d.; class 3 rates in W.A. 167.

ld., class S rates in N.S.W. 187s. 1d.
So I think it will be admitted I did not
mislead the House, and I assure mem-
bers I hadl no intention of doing so. Lest
there Should be any doubt whether the
rates in this old statement were still
correct, I wish to inform the House that
I have wired the Minister for Railways in
New South Wales; to-day and I have
received his reply, which goes to show,
beyond all shadow of doubt, that the
rates I have quoted are the rates existing
in New South Wales to-day.

ADDRtESS-IN-EELY.
FIFTH DAY OF DEBATE.

Resumed from the previous Thursday,
on motion for adoption of the Address-in-
reply, and on amendment moved by Mr.
Nanson affirming that the railway policy
and administration of the 'present
Ministers do not command the confidence
of a majority of members of this House.

Mn. M. U. JACOBY (Swan):- I am
afraid that after the high character
attributed to me by the Colonial Secre-
tary, I would be somewhat wanting if I
did not take an opportunity of having a
tilt in support of my leader, at the
honourable windmills opposite.

THE PE mi: They grind corn.
Ma. JACOBY- They have been de-

scribed as representing a stable structure;
but on looking around the benches at
those who support those hon. gentlemen.
one cannot help coming to the conclusion
that probably there is a great deal of
oscillation in the foundation of the
structure. Perhaps the Minister for
Works and Railways might not alto-
gether care to be described as a windmill,
because some time ago, I understand, in
speaking at a function in connection with
one of his departments, the officers must
have rather fancied he was something of
a whirlwind. Members on this side of
the House can indorse that description of
the hon. member, because we know that
when the opportunity to accept office on
the Government side of the House
occurred, that gentleman's actions were
like a whirlwind, so rapidly did he move
from one side to the other.

TnsE MINSTER FOR WORKS: Worthy
of the Source from which it conies!

Ma. JACOBY: T gather from the
remarks of the hon. member that he

LASSEMBLY.] Addrees-in-reply.
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somewhat envies the term applied to me,
that of being a faithful henchman to my
leader; and I hope during my term of
office in this House, be it long or short, I
shall remain faithful towards those to
whom I give my word. In dealing with
some of the arguments used by the
Minister for Works and Railways as a
justification for the action of the Govern-
ment in raising the rates, we were
informed that it was necessary to earn a
revenue of £298,000 for the year, to
make the railways pay; and he said this
increase was so small that it was not
worth making a noise about. But perhaps
when we come to look at the figures
more closely, and regard. them in light
other than that supplied by the Minister,
we shall recognise that the increase may,
in some cases, mean a very small amount
of money per cwt., yet the actual burden
on the people is not small. At the
present time we contribute in~ revenue to
the railways, those who use them, £7 4s.
3d. per head, and the extra amount
required to be earned on the basis of the
Minister's figures is 30s. per head;
making, from his point of view, a total
contribution of £8 14s. 3d. per head of
population to enable those railways to
pay. When we look: at the a-mounts con-
tributed per bead in other States of
Australia, the enormity of these figures
can be realised; because those amounts
are-Victoria £22 11s. 9d., New South
Wales £2 12s. 44,, Queensland £2 17s.
2d., South Australia £3 4s. 10d., Tas-
mania £1 3s. 6d., and New Zealand £02
2s, l0d. So the contribution really means
that each head of a family in this State,
paying rates to the amount required by
the Government, must contribute to the
revenue about £43 le. 3d. per annum.
When we rem ember that the amount
earned per train mile is in this country
exceedingly high, and is only a, penny less
than the highest in Australia-that of
New South Wales-we shall be convinced
that the earnings of the railways at the
present rates are sufficient. But the
extra amount which I expect we shall be
required to contribute under the new
rates will add is. 6d, to the earnings per
train mile. We shall be asked to pay
s. 1:'jd. per train mile in order to make

the railways pay. To ordinary business
people it would appear, when we found,
on examining our railways statistics, that

the department were earning this tre-
mendous amount, that if it were necessary
to make greater profits, the first attempt
should be to decrease running expenses;
for not only are our earnings extra-
ordinarily high, but our railway working
expenses are far in excess of those of any
other State in Australia; and I submit
we might reasonably have asked that. the
first thing the Government should do
would be to make some attempt to reduce
the cost of working. Instead of putting
an extra Is, 6d. per train mile on the
people who use th e railways, the endeavour
should have been to save Is. 6d. per train
mile by cutting down working expenses.
If the present or any other Government
had shown the House they had made
every endeavour to out down working
expenses, had effected every possible
economy, And discovered the impossibility
of making ends meet without increasing
the rates, then they might reasonably
have asked for the increase, and the
House would no doubt have supported
them. But it seems extraordinary tbat
no attempt has been made in this direc-
tion, and no doubt we should have heard
of it had it been made; but in order to
cover up the faults of the administration,
the expedient of increasing the rates is
adopted. Looking as far as a layman
can into the figures supplied 'by the
department, and comparing them with
those of the other States, I contend that
the most successful railway policy is a6
system of low rates; and it is remarkable
that the two railway systems which
charge the lowest rates are the best in
Australia. Looking at that fact, and, on
the other hand, at the high rates charged.
by those States where the lines are
very unremuuerative, namely Victoria,
Queensland, South Australia, and Tas-
mania, we find the excessive rates chargevd
have made it impossible to do more than
make heavy losses. Another great ad van-
tage of our railways lies in the exceed-
ingly low rate of interest they are called
on to pay. The New South Wales
railways have to earn 2s, 7d. per train
mile for interest, and those of Western
Australia only is. 2d., so that in interest
alone we have the advantage of New
South Wales by Is. 6d.; and we should
be able to reduce our rates by at least Is.
5d. per train mile, and then be in as good
a position as New South Wales to earn a
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profit. As some justification for the
appointment of Mr. George as Com-
missioner of Railways, we have been told
by the Minister (lion. 0. H. Rason) that
Mr. George is a good man. No mnan in
this country will be more heartily glad
than I if Mr. George proves to be a good
Railway Commissioner.

THrE Puunirn: Then there is a&pleasure
in store for you.

ME;. JACOBY: If it so prove I shall
be the first to say it is a pleasure; but
his appointment does not appear to
me as other thjan a very risky experi-
went. We cannot wonder that the great
bulk of the people in this country look
on Mr. George with suspicion, because if
there be anybody responsible for any bad
odour in which Mr. George may be held,
it is the gentlemen who now occupy the
Government benches. During the whole
of last session those gentlemen took
advantage of every opportunity for
attacking and vilifying Mr. George.
Every time he spoke they metaphorically
spat in his face and walked out of the
House. If, therefore, there is some con-
siderable doubt in the minds of the public
as to whether his was a political appoint-
meat, or whether it was judicious from a
business point of view, I consider the
persons responisible are those who now
seek to defend the appointment. I should
like to point ont that any vote cast with
the Government in the fortheoming divi-
sion will be practically a vote in favour
of the Cornmissioner system. To me
there seems an exceeding good chance
that if the Government he successf ul in
that division, if a Bill be introduced pro-
viding for the appoint ment of Commis-
sioners there will be in the House a
majority sufficiently strong to make the
system a. pure Commissioner sy stein. We
are told the Bill is to make it a poli-
tical Commissioner system. I do not
know what that is. So far as I can see,
the idea is quite new. The Comwis~ioners
must be either one thing or the other.
Mr. George himself must be either a
Commissioner ora. general traffic manager;
and I feel sure the feeling of the House
in favour of the Commissioner system is
so strong that the Bill will be altered so
as to wake the railway management
absolutely a Commissioner system.
Until bearing this debate, I had not
clearly realised the strong influence

of personality in politics. We find
members come to this House pledged
as thoroughly as they possibly can be to a
certain course of action; and yet it is
possible, owing to the admiration for and
the i nfluence of one member of the Rouse,
to cause a majority of members to vote
for him against their convictions. No
one in the House has a higher regard
than I for the Premier; but I should
strongly hesitate to sink my convictions
in order to give him a vote. If there be
one thing claimed by the party led by the
junior Government whip, the member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie), it is that they
(Labour party) vote for mneasures and not
for men. Now this is a measure; itis not
a question of men; and it does seem
astonishing to me --

Ma. Rusinu: It is a question of
measures and of men.

Mn%. JACOBY. That the party who
claim above everything to vote for
measures should in this case vote for men
simply. We have been distinctly told
they are voting for men. They say there
is mn the House no other possible Govern-
ment than the present. The Premier also
has shown us on the public platform that
he has the best of all possible Ministries.
[THE~ PRunnun: Hear, hear.] Well1, it
will be a bad day for the country if the
cream of the House happen to ho, found
on the Treasury bench only--if there is
never to be more than one possible
Government in the House. A-nd theplea
put forward by the member for Kanow-na,
that he is willing to swallow everything
the Government like to pour down his
throat because he does not see who else
can take up the reins of office, is particu-
larly wyeak. Why, I have no doubt the
members who sit on the same bench as
that gentleman feel themselves they could
put in office a competent Ministry;i and
it is an exceedingly poor compliment to
the House to say that out of 50 members
there are only five fit to occupy the
Treasury bench. In reply to an inter-
jection I made, the Minister for
Works (Ron. 0. 19. Rason) was
good enough to say the Government
strongly desired an early appeal to the
country ; that they were most anxious for
a dissolution. Whether that is so
remains to be seen; but if the Miuister
is so sure that. the Government retain the
confidence of the country and of all the
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constituencies, I am quite willing to give
him an opportunity of testing that. In
spite of his insinuation that I shall prob-
ably be the first to go down in a dissolu-
tion, I am prepared to resign my seat and
to contest it with any nominee the Gov-
ernment may put ulp.

THE PREMIER: What &. waste Of
bravery!

Mn. JACOBY: I have never yet
broken my word. This is a serious chal-
lenge; the Minister carn take it up ; and
I shall if necessary act upon it at once.
The condition I make is that if the Gov-
era ient be defeated they will ask for a
dissolution or resign. It is needless for
me to add that I shall give my hearty
support to the amendment.

MR. F. CONNOR (East Kimuberley):
If I am not trespassing on the time of
tbe House, 1 should like to refer to the
death of the late Premier (Hon. G.
Tieak-e), to express my sorrow at his
untimely end, and the sympathy I feel
with his family in their bereavement, and
with the members of the Ministry at the
loss of a good leader and a good friend.
I take this opportunity as it is the first
time I have spoken in the House, and I
may not appear here again for some
time, as urgent business may call me
away. Referring to the amendment
before the House, I should have much
preferred this question to be threshed out
on other than party lines; but as it has
been brought forward as an amendment
to the Address-in-reply, and as it has been
so accepted by the Premier, we have no
option but to allow the debate to have a
certain amount of party bias. In the
remarks I have to make, however, I shall
try to keep myself as free from party
bias as possible under the circumstances.
The subject is too serious to be dealt with
by this House on the question of whether
certain parties should be in or out. The
subject is of vital importance to the corn-
inercial and financial prosperity of this
State, and it is one which will be recur-
ring year after year. The time to take
this in hand, and to make it subservient
to the best interests of the State, is the
present; never mind whether it is a party
question or not, and never mind whether
it affects materially' the political capacity
or character of members of this House.
I should like the debate to be continued
on these lines. It is of vital importance

that we should have our credit good in
the money markets of the world, because
we cannot carry out in this country all
the necessary works without applying to
the markets for money. We also have
no resources here from our revenue which
will carry-out the public works policy
necessary for this State, and the railways
being the greatestasset the State possesses
outside our lands, it behoves ivs to see
that we shall at all times be able to show
to the lending public-tm people who
carry us on financially-that this institu-
tion, the great railway institution of the
State, is properly conducted, and con-
ducted on statesmanlike and business
lines. We want to know whether that
has been done. In my opinion it has not
been done. When the Government at pre-
sent in power were elected by the people
as the rulers of the State, what was the
cry before the country 'v-constitutional
audeconornical reform. Has thatconstitu-
tional and economical reform been carried
out? I leave the public, and lparticularly
the public represented by the members
on that (Labour) bench-I am very mutch
in earnest-to judge whether or not this
has been done. If our railways have been
conducted as well as the railways in any
of the other States, if they have earned
the amount we say they could earn, if
they are the successful institution we are
told they axe by members sitting on the
Treasury* benches, then I ask the House
why is our stock quoted in London at
three per cent. less than that of an *y other
Australian stock in the marketP That
is the position we have to face. We must
have our credit as good, and we ought to
have it not only as good but better than
that of any other State in A ustralia. Our
output of gold is increasing, the people
are settling on the land, the revenue of
the railways is increasing, and what is
going to happen in another year or two, if
we go on as we have started in the last few
years ?-a, huge deficit piled up by the rail-
ways, which this country will not be able to
bear. And what is the cause of the present
state of affairs regarding the railway s ?
Is it due to extraordinarv unavoidable
expenses? No; I say it i; not. I hold
that it is due to faulty administration.
That is the cause of this, and it will be
brought home later to the gentlemen
through whose fault it occurred. Some
time in the last session of Parliament,
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before my bln friend the Premier was in
control of a party-it is tile same party
still, I bold-we had a strike in Fre-
manltle, and I expressed my opinion here
at the time that the strike was dlue to
the fault of the Government, to want of
administration and want of knowledge of
the requiremaents of the railway emn-
ployees. The strike must still stick to
that Government. I do not see how they
can pass that heritage on to anybody
else. But we want to know what we are
debating here, because some members
travelled rather off the line, I think, and
I would like to suggest that there are
only two items which we are now debating
on this question, and they should not be
debated on party lines. 'Those two items
are the increase of the railway rates and
the appointment of Mr. George. I hold
that in both of those cases the Govern-
merit acted in an absolutely unconstitu-
tional manner. I do not say they acted
in an unlawful manner, though possibly I
might be right if I did. The great
principle upon which this democratic
Government went to the country-the
great principle that the Parliament are
the rulers-has been flouted. We are
not allowed in this Parliament to have a
say in either of these two great things,
and the Government come to this House
and ask us to agree to their having, as I
said before, acted unconstitutionally,
in my opinion. In reference to the
appointment of Mr. George, personally
I have no objection to him. In fact I
think be is aZ most excellent and very
capable gentleman, and I quite agree
with the Premier when he voiced, by
an interjection, his opinion that Mr.
George would be a success. I believe
Mr. George will be a success. I believe
the appointment in a manner was good;
but I bold that if we are to permit these
appointments to take place, we shall lose
the grasp of the affairs of the country,
and people coming here and sitting in the
House, no matter which side they sit
upon, will not be discharging their duty
if they do not have a fair say in such
appointments. Taking the appointment
of Mr. George, when he was appointed
first I understood, and I think the House
understood -the country did anyhow-
that he would have complete control, in
conjunction 'with two other Commissioners
to be appointed later on. Rut what do we

find ? We find that Mr. George is
simply the General Manager of Railways,
the same as Mr. Davies was. I would
like an expression of opinion from the
Minister if that is not so. I hold that it
was undignified of the Government to
flout Parliament and say "We will
appoint these people as we like," and
then, when they found the country would
not stand it, to " climb down," as they did
and take out of the hands of the Com-
missioner the control of the rates and of
the employees. What is this great
change going to save the railway system
of the country? Again I will leave the
Minister to answer that. When the
party now in power was formed, a policy
speech was delivered in the Queen's Hall
by my respected friend, the late Premier.
When I mention his name I can only
speak of him and his speech as voicing
the party which he represented. What
do we find in reference to what was his
policy, or the policy of this party in
powerP What was their policy as voiced
by him and received 'with lond applause
and cheers by the people to whom he was
expounding that policy ? Here is what
he said in this policy speech about the
railwavs-

We don~t 'want to make them a great
revenue-producing system Instead of return-
ing actu.alocash to the Treasury chest, a
redution of freights and greater facilities
will be more to the interests of the general
community.
That is what this party went into power
pledged to do for the country -reduce the
freights and give more economical and
better results on the railways. And what
has been the result? Chaos, increase of
rates, loss of money, and a financial
deficit which will frighten this country
before many years have passed. I again
quote from that policy speech, and this is
very important and I would like members
to listen to it:-

We intend to set our faces against one thing
in particular: unauthorised expenditure.
Follow that. And he goes on, or the
party goes on:

One of the soundest principles of the consti-
tution is that in the people is vested the
control of the finances, and that without their
sanction through the medium of Parliament,
large sums shall not be expended.
Continuing he says, and the party says:-

I propose to recognise, and not to violate,
that great constitutional principle.



Address-in-reply:z [29 JULY, 1902.] FKfth day. 231

I ask the House,has thatbeen carried out?
Has that great constitutional principle
been attended to? I say that in this, as
in most other things, the Government
in power have been deficient, and they
have not been honest in their promises to
the people. What, again, has happenedP
I mentioned the increased rates. Where
those rates are going to stop before we
can make the r-aways M1y ts a History.
There is only one way now of doing that,
and that is to induce the Government, as
they have not been successful through
raising the rates, to reduce diem, so that,
by better management and reduction of
freights, and consequently more traffic,
we can make our railways more successful.
Large and unauthorised expenditure: I
intend, later on in my remarks, to quote
a few items in reference to that. I
suppose some members of the House will
know about it, but I promise that some
other members who do not know about
it will be rather startled when they hear
what I have to say. The Government
have acted unconstitutionally by the
appointment of Mr. George. No member
has shown us how that procedure is
justified. Although I am not opposed to
the appointment, I am trying to explain
what should have been done on constitu-
tional lines. We have bad that before in
connection with this Government, and as
far as I can mnake out we are going to
have it again. That is where the shoe
pinches, and that is where we in this
House want to stop it, because, when a
Minister of the Crown, in face of the
opposition shown by the country to Mr.

George's appointment, gets up in his place
ad tells the people that hie is going to

mnake a still farther appointment, and a
political one too, the person being a
member of Parliament, it is time for
members of the House to put an end to
this thing. May I quote from Memory,
slightly refreshe d-

It was a weak argument to say that because
Mr. George was a member of Psaiament he
should not have been appointed. Mr. Paterson,
the Manager of the Agricultural Bank, bad
been a member of Parliament; and when the
harbour board was appoited, Captain Laurie
would be one of the best men they could select
to be a member of that board.
Those are the words of the Minister for
Leads, a member of the Cabinet.

MR. Donsany: It is becoming abso-
lutely disgraceful.

MR. CONNOR: I should like to know
who in the political world will next be
selected for a lucrative post. I have
nothing to say against Captain Laurie:
I think him an estimable gentleman, and
one highly qualified to sit on the pro-
posed harbour board; but it is not right
that the present Government, who camne
to this House fresh from their promises
to the people that they would not do
those things, should continue flagrantly
and openly to do them day after day. It
is not right for the present Government
to proclaim an intention to increase
rather than to decrease the number of
their political appointments. [Orrosi-
TION MEMBES: Hear, hear.] 1 ant
sorry I was not present to hear the
explanation of the Minister for Works
and Railways a to the increased rates,
that I was not present to listen to his
comments on the difference between the
rates in Western Australia and those
obtaining in New South Wales. I shall,
however, give a few extremely simple
figures which I hope will satisfy the
Minister that his remarks, the substance
of which I have learnt since entering the
House to-day, are incorrect. I have a,
few figures, most simple ones, which I
maintain the bon. gentleman cannot
answer, and which I think will intensify
the country's appreciation of the fact
that be has not put a fair statement
of the case before the House. I Shall
not make use of any stronger lan-
guage, nor shall I cast any innuendo;
I shall content myself with putting
the matter in that way. Why did
not the hon. gentleman, when rising
bcere as an authority on the subject, give
the information which we have a right to
lbe furnished with ? Why did he not
supply the figures which w~e have a right
to hiave stated heree The hon. gentleman
put himself forward and was looked on
here as anr authority to guide us and
inform us exactly of the position of
.affairs. He gave us his version of
matters; and his version, I say, is not
correct. I shall give him figures to show
that it is not.

MR. DOHERTY: He has read those
figures already.

ME. CONWNOR: I expect he has. I
have got a little ahead of my figures.
The Minister for Railways told us, I
understand-he can correct me if I am
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wrong-that the estimated deficit in last
year's railway balance-sheet would be
£53,019. That is the estimate, according
to the hon. gentleman. Now I want to
know why these deficits should occur;
and I wish to ascertain, if possible,
whether we cannot, by some means, dis-
cover where the leakage is, and then stop
the leakage.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Hear,
hear.

Mu. CONNOR: We are told, also, that
the higher rates are necessary if the
railways are to pay-that, ini the absence
of the higher rates, the railways, will not
pay. As a matter of fact, however, when
the rates were lower the railways were
paying. I do not know how the Minister
will explain that circumstance. When
the rates were lover the railways pa6id
better, and every rise in the rate hook
has meant a farther redaction in the
profits of the system. So far as I can
make out, judging by the statement of
the Minister, the position is going to
become worse year by year from this out.
I1 shall give one example in support of my
contention. In the year 1900-1, the
gros earnings of the railways exceeded
those of the previous year by Z94.192,
In the preceding year, the net earnings,
which represent the profits, exceeded
those of the year 1900-1 by £289,250,
showing a loss in one year, or a, set-
back in one year, of nearly £183,450.
I have no wish to be unfair, and I
do not desire it to be understood that I
blame the present Government for that
set-back. They were not responsible for
all of it, but they were certainly respon-
sible for part of it.. What I wish to
point out to Ministers, however, is that
with regard to the year which has just
closed-as to which we are somewhat in
the dark, not yet having been supplied
with the annual report-the position is
likely to prove still worse. The present
Government, coming along fresh from
thei prmses of what they would do for
thewpeole, have wade no move towards
remedying the state of affairs I have
described. They have not laid before
hon. members any means by which such
losses may be prevented for the future.
I do believe, however, they will come
down to us with an even worse statement
and a higher rate-book than before. The
figures I have given are simple in the last

degree. I have been warned by certain
hon. members that my forte is not the
handling of figures; and I thought it
advisatble, therefore, to make my figures
as clear and as distinct as possible. 'The
only excuse which MIi nisters can have, I
should say, for not understanding the
figures which I have given them and
shall give them, is that they do not want
to understand them. T was referring to
the year 190041, and I say that if we go
hack for five years we find that under the
Forrest rJg biie there was a great improve-
ment: that is to say, it was a sort of
sliding scale improvement. Now, we
have the other side of the scale; the
profile are sliding down instead of up.
A nyhow, during the years when Sir John
Forrest led the pal-ty wic(h sat on the
Ministerial side of the House, in place of
deficits in the railway balances we had
large amounts paid into the general
revenue by the railways of the State.
Honm. members opposite forget that, do
theyV Then it is necessary the fact
should be brought home to them; it is
necessary they should be reminded that
during the administration of Sir John
Forrest, so greatly despised by the occu-
pants at that time of these (Opposition)
benches, our Railway Department con-
tributed to the general revenue, instead
of coming to the general revenue to have
its deficits made good, as will be

I the case very soon. The circumstances
of our present railway administration
are quite simple-the higher the rates,
the worse the position. Such a state
of affairs is indeed sad, as welt as being
most unbusinesslike. We Should not find
ourselves in such a position. Surely
there are in this country men who can
find out the cause of the trouble. Is it
that the department employs too much
labour ? Ministers may say, " Our water
costs us so very much." But it is not
going to cost them so much in the f uture;
and, moreover, it did not cost them very
much last year. There is one item,
brought into last year's balance, into
which the Minister for Works did not
afford the House much insight. That
item represents a big source of revenue,
but it was not even mentioned by the
Minister. I refer to the railway sheds at

IFremnantle, Of course, the hon. gentle-
man forgot all about the revenue from
those sheds; or, possibly, he did not th ink

[ASSEMBLY.] FVfth day.



Addsu-n-.ept: [9 JLY,190.] Ffth day. 233

the matter pertinent to the issue. But
the revenue I have referred to all went to
holster up the railway accounts; and,
not with standi ng, the position has become
worse. I should like, if I may, to ask the
bon. gentleman whether it is a fact that
last year's results will be such as to mean
that the railways do not earn enough
money to pay interest. If that be so-
we have no information on the point from.
the Treasury 'bench, but if it be so-
the position is surely in the last degree
serious, and requires radical alteration.
I am not anxious to see the present
occupants of the Treasury bench deprived
of their seats; hut unless they can
improve on what they have done so far,
the country should demand, and will
demand, that they take the Opposition
side of the House, in preference to that
(Ministerial).
Mn. DoHERTY:- There is no preference

about it.
THE PREMIER:- Is it punishment ?
Mn. CONNOR: The arguments which

have been advanced as to the cost of
construction do not avail the Government.
We know that in New South Wales the
railways return five per cent., or say four
per cent. On that basis our railways
should pay at least eight per cent. A
railway system is expected, I believe, to
return interest on the cost of its construc-
tion and the cost of rolling-stock em-
ployed in connection with it. Anyhow,
I am prepared to maintain that if the
New South Wales railways return four
per cent., ours ought to return six per
cent. at the very least, even allowing for
the cost of rolling-stock. However, our
railways are not yielding any such return,
and are not likely to yield it. There has
been a good deal of discussion as to the
rates, and I repeat my expression of regret
that I was not present to benefit by the
explanation of the Minister for Works.
Here, however, is a matter which strikes
me as passing strange, In New South
Wales-f am getting back a bit now-
the cost per train mile is 3s. 9d. and a
decimal fraction, whilst the cost per train
mile in Western Australa is 5s. and a
fraction of a penny. These being plain
and simple figures I ask,' can any hon.
member explain where the difference
comes in? PfMEMBER: Through bad
management.] Exactly; bad manage-
ment. That is what I am trying to prove.

Reckless management, criminal manage-
wnent, or whatever it is to be called. I
should indeed be sorry to insinuate any-
thing against my hon: friend the Mini ster)
whom I see laughing. I havethe highet
possible respect for him ; and I believe
the deplorable condition of affairs in the
Railway Department is not due to any
fault of his, but due rather to his
incapacity and incompetency. [Opposi-
tion laughte~r.] I shall now compare the
rates obtaining in New South Wales for
agricultural produce carried aver a dis-
tance of 400 miles- approximately the
distance from our producing districts to
the goldfields, which furnish our chief
market-withi those obtaining here. I
shall not go into classes a, b, c, d, and e,
but shall give the simple figures. 1 shall
not try to veil the position, or gloss it
over in any respect, but shall give the
Minister for Works one item, and if be
is satisfied with that

THE MINISTER FOR Wonne3: I hope
you will name what that item is.

MR. DOiaRT: Give him figures:- he
gave us letters.
MR. CONNOR: Yes; certainly I will

name the item.
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: That's all

right, then.
Mn. CONNOR: Bay, straw, and chaff,

carried 400 miles-
THEp TREASURER: Is that hay from the

Riverina district ?
MR. CONNOR: The hon. gentleman

has "hay fever," I think. I know
exactly what I am talking about. The
rate for hay, straw, and chaff in New
South Wales over 400 miles is uls. 2d,
per ton, and in Western Australia 15s.
6d.

HON. F. H, PIEsSe;- That is under the
old rates.

Tnn MINISTER FOR WORKS: Will YOU
add that it is a special rate for conveying
feed to drou ght- stricken country ?

Mn. CONNOR:, No. I say it is an
ordinary, every-day rate.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS:- Then you
are wrong.

MR. CONWNOR:- I shall be pleased to
withdraw what I have said if the hon.
gentleman proves it to be wrong. For
the present, I1 maintain I am right.

THE TREASIRER : I tried to let you
out, but you would not allow me to do
SO.
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MR, CONNOR. Unfortunately for the
hon. gentleman, I would not allow him
to do so.

Tan TREASURER: The hon. gentleman
"knew what, he was talking about.'

Mnt. CONNOR: Now I shall take the
Minister on grain and flour. Thoe
things, he will admit, are not bay, straw,
and chaff. In dealing with grain and
flour, I may remark in passing that,
although I have been long connected
with the pastoral industry, I have yet to
learn that cattle are fed on dumplings,
which represent the only form in which
flour could be administered to them.
The rate for grain and flour in New
South Wales is 13s. 4d, per ton for 400
miles, as against 25s. in Western Aus-
tralia. This illustration, therefore, wakes
matters worse than the other: the differ-
ence is greater; and a greater hardship
is shown to be inflicted on the people of
this State, because there is not so much
hay and straw imported as there is of
grain and flour.

Mt. DoHERTY: The Minister forgot
that.

Mn. CONNOR: I shall pass from
coinestibles to what we are all living on
at the present day-gold. I ask Ministers,
if they are such emninent railway experts
aLnd if their administration of the rail-
ways is to benefit the country so largely.
how it conies about that South Australia
carries over a distance of 256 miles ore of
any grade or quality for 12s. 3d. per ton.
Such is the rate and such the distance
for ore of every class carried from Broken
fill to Adelaide. There is another
aspect of the matter which makes the
position in South Australia more favour-
able than ours. There is no back loading
for trucks carrying ore from Broken Hill
to Adelaide. Seventy to eighty, per cenit.
of those trucks run hack empty, being
used simply for the purpose of carrying
ore 256 miles in return for 12s. 3d per
ton. Why cannot we do as inch here?
Surely, with our back loading, we should
be able to give the mining industry of
this State a lift by conveying its ore to
the coast at a, low rate. In South Aus-
tralia, be it noted, the rate I bare quoted
is considered payable.

MR. ,hcosay: What is our rate for oreP
MR. CONNOR: Considerably more

than that, anyhow. Again, while talking
of the mining industry, in New South

Wales, where ore is carried in one-ton
lots, the rate for 350 miles is £2 10s. Id.,
while in this State the rates run as high
as £6 12s. 5d. Why is that so? I am
talking to hon, members opposite who do
not know how to run railways; who
have not the financial acumen to know
how or in what way to make them pay.
One way is in encouraging the carrying
of ore to the coast, and nqt only in carry-
ing it at a fair rate, but giving the
miners a. chance and giving the industry
%. chance. What is the difference be-
tween the haulage of empty or half-
empty trucksP A very small rate
would pay, and in addition traffic would
be created, the Government would in-
crease their traffic. I think the figures
which I have given have been pretty
pertinent and to the point. They show,
to my mind, what to avoid in future-
expensive and bad management of our
railways. I have travelled a good deal
lately on the railways, and I can give
mnembers a great many instances where
supervision is not good, and where the
servants are not competent, and certainly
are not civil. I will give mnembers only
one instance as to the working of the
railways which [ witnessed myself. There

*is a station outside Menzies called Cane-
grass, where there is a house of refresh-
ment. That is a pretty thirsty spot, and

*the train stops there, and most of the
passengers go across to the hotel to get
refreshment. The train is not in a
hurry to go away ; the guard is not in a
hurry. The time for the train to leave
is when the publican has finished with all
his customers. He goes out and whistles,
and says, "Now you may go." What
are we to do in the face of this manage-
-moat? We are drifting and drifting as
fast as we can. We were told when this
Government came hack to power-and I
presume this Government is the same as
that elected 15 months ago, for, as far as
I know, none of the members went to
their constituencies except the Premier,
who was not a Minister in the last
Government, and the member for Albany;
therefore, I can address members opposite
as the Ministry who were elected 15
months ago-

THE PREMIER: Re-elected in Decem-
ber.

MR. CONNOR: They are the same old
lot, but I believe the party are going to
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begin to be respectable by giving us an
opportunity of calling them the " brutal
majority." The policy of the Leake Gov-
ernment was that there should be no
large expenditure on railways unless it
was for rolling-stock. That was, to be
the policy, but without consulting the
House, and in a most unconstitutional
manner, the Government are making
arrangements to build a railway to East
Fremnantle. I have no axe to'grind in
connection with tise, and I have no reason
to be afraid. The Government. whom
we find arranging a huge railway scheme,
have never consulted the House, and they
are spending a large sum of the people's
money without consent, without even
Form J, and in opposition to the Auditor
General of the country. If this is consti-
tutional Government, then I do not know
what we shall come to later on. It is an
absolute scandal that this should be done
without consulting the House, and I hope
members will take cognisance of it too.
We find that, the Government have spent,
or are going to spend, £60,000 on the
purchase of land, and I believe, as far as I
know. £42,000 have already been spent;
we also find that a gentleman in Fremantle
has been appointed agent for the Govern-
ment at an expenditure of £ per cent. on
that amiount. I cannot -understand how
that can be done, and I want to know
why the people of the country should pay
£3,000 for two or three days' work to any
individual-I do not care who he is;
whether he has a friend in business asso-
ciated with him, or is a brotber of any
member of the House, a Cabinet Minister,
or anyone else. No explanation has been
given that is satisfactory. It is a crim-
inal expenditure, throwing the people's
money away. If the leader of the (1ev-
erment is willing to allow himself to
father that transaction, then I shall be
glad if the amendment be carried and we
go to the country even on that question
alone. May I inform members that in a
transaction similar to this, if the amount
of -commission to be paid were sub-
mitted to arbitrators, and the arbi-
trators generally in these cases are
the members of chambers of com-
merce, the commission in place of being
£3,000 would be £2300-.2,700 given to
a man. Why? 19Will any member
answer that 9 uestion? I do hope that
this matter will be taken up by the Press

of the country so as to prevent anything
similar occurring again. The hon, mem-
berfor Kanowna interjects, " Do you want
your land back ain"Well, I had no
land.

Ma. HASmI: An interest ini it.
MR. CONNOR: in the face of all

these things we have the Labour party,
led by the member for Kaniowna, voting
with the Government whom he has con-
demned-voting with them servilely, not
as members whxo have been sent to this
House to represent an intelligent com-
munity should. These members should
only represent an extinct community. The
time has passed when a man coming to
this House pledged to certain principles
and expressing those principles in the
House should vote against his principles.
What are -we coming to? The direct
representatives of the people are doing
this. If such an expression had come
from some of the old Conservative me-m-
bers, possibly I could have understood it.
But here is the member for Kanowna
voting against his conscience and against
the views as expressed by himself.- When
the time comes for this member to go
before his constituents I would not like
to be in his place. I would not like to be
in the place of the member for Blouler,
who, I regret, is not here. These -mem-
bers have spoken of particular things in
strong terms, and now they are going to
vote for the Government. The member
for Kanowna, who just now interjected,
was in the House the other night and said
that the timie for an appointment such as
I have instanceed, and the alteration of
rates such as I have been quoting. should
have been after Parliament met. That
was his view, and then he tells us that he
will vote with the Government. Well, I
do not wrant to see the Government put
out, but T want to siee the railway question
threshed out. The member for Kanowna
said he -would vote with the Government
because bhe did not want three Com-
missioners, and the member for South
Fremantle said he would vote for the
Government because he wanted three
Commissioners.

Ma. DIAXoND: We have freedom of
action on this side.

MR. DonnanY: Your actions are very
free.

MR. CONNOR: This vital question on
which the Premier says he will stand or
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fall, the question of three Commissioners,
is one on which the leader of the
Labour party, and the leader of the back
benches, I will c;all him, are opposed to
one another. One says that hie is in
favour of three Commissioners and the
other says we want only one Com-
missioner. The member for Kanuowua in
one of his wild and unreasonable momenits
told us-I will quote him; I took it
down: ".1One thought occurred to them
all after reading the report of the Com-
mission on the Coolgardie Water Scheme:
was it possible or even probable other
public departments are in exactly the
same position Y"

Mu. HAsTrE: The first time I have
heard you quote correctly.

MR. RESIDE: A very wise remark.
MR. CONNOR: We are told by menm-

hers supporting the Government that this
debate is waste of time. I think as far
as a vote is concerned that it is waste of
time, but for the benefit of the country I
think this question should be threshed
out. Members say it is waste of time:
allowing that to be true, a. fact. I do not
admit, it will be proved by the division
that members who represent labour
constituencies on the goldfields are voting
against the interests of the people who
sent them here. The Minister for Rail-
-ways in his speech the other night, in
defence of the Government, dlid not. offer
any suggestions as to> what remedies
Should be effected. Surely in a case
where it is admitted that things are
going to the bad, some suggestion should
be offered as to how matters shopld be
improved or how they can be improved,
or is there to be ultimate ruin? No
suggestion as to the future policy has been
made; nor are we told how the railways are
to be run in the future. Everything is
simply indefinite; simply bad excuses for
the shortcomnings, of the present AdIminis-
tration. One suggestion I may offer is that
members should study the railway system
of New Zealand. That colony got into
trouble with its railways, found an altera-
tion was necessary, and the system success-
fully adopted there is to give the em-
ployees piecework. I think it is known
as the " butty gang " system.- [Mn.
Dinsonn: Only in the construction
branch.] Not only in the construction.
I am talking of th~e ordinary every-day
working of the railways. That System

Las been introduced in certain depart-
ment s, and has given great satisfaction
to the men. [MR. DIAMOND: OnlyV in
construction.] Excuse me. The hon.
member is wrong.

MR. DIAMON4D:- Tell us in what other
branches it has been introduced.

Ma., CONN OR: We have had no sug-
gestion from the MNinister for Works or
the Colonial Secretatry as to where any re-
trenchment may be effected. Surely there
must be some retrenchment. Are we
sattisfied. to let our railways go bald-
beaded to ruin Pr Unless some sugges-
tion be made, I submit it is the duty of
those Ministers to say: "1Someone else
must take our places; we do not see a
way out of the difficulty." The very first
thing that would occur to anyone who
had studied this quiestion woutld be to)
reduce the number of train miles run;
hut not a single suggestion of any sort of
reform has been made by the Ministers
who spoke. Perhaps I may he travelling
a little outside the lines of the de-
bate; but I should ' like to speak of
another matter. We do not now hear
from the Government benches any
frenzied appeal to the people in re-
ference to the Transcontinental rail-
wayv. But when the occupants of the
Treasury bench were before the country
in connection with the Federal move-
ment, and later, when they had to go
before their constituents, and were
returned with big majorities, what was
tbeir cry P "1We mnust have this Trans-
continental railway." The People, who
said they were being ruined, were
promised by Ministers that no pains
should be spared to secure this boon.
Of course I am aware those hon. members
had no power to fulfil that promise; but,
if thoroughly in earnest, they had the
power to keep the subject before the
people; and we do not now hear any-
thing of that railway. And I warn
them, if crying needs like this, by the
advocacy of which they achieved office,
be neglected, the country will later on
hold them responsible. We hear no more
froma Ministers, what we used to hear
when they were in Opposition, regarding
the Midland Railway. When they were
on this (Opposifion5 side, they used to
shower abuse on the Forrest party* for
not forcing the Midland Railway Com-
pany to carry out the provisions of
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their agreement. lIn that the hon.
members were quite right. But now
that they are secure in office-oh, no.
The Country says they are to stay in
office, and they do not care any more
about the Midland Railway business.
Coming back for a moment to the rates,
I ask what will be the effect on the
farming industry of the suggested
increase from May next? By what
figure will the average rate per
ton be increased to the farmers? I
think the figures run from 4s. to
12s. 2d.- call it an average rate of
bs., to be within the mark, Of course,
the people on the goldfields will pay
that at the finish ; hut it will affect
the finances of the farmers, who must
find the money to pay the railage. it
will affect the industry very materially,
and be the means of stopping settlement
on the land, because it is a tax the
farmers cannot pay. I am inclined to
say it will be a tax on their production
equivalent to an extra rental of at least
5s. per acre. And how are the farmers
to exist if we charge them 5s. a year extra
rental on every acre they cultivate ? That
is absolutely tbe position. However, we
shall allow the farmers to discuss that
with their representatives, before whom
I hope the matter will be brought. In
connection with the railways there was a
strike; and members now in office, who
have the support of all the Labour
members in the State, did not try to

s horten the period for which that strike
continued. What was their actionF
Was it conciliatory ? No. They admitted
that the fettlers had a right to the rise
which the Government would not give
them; and yet the Government tried to
stop the men from "robbing" the
country of a shilling a day increase in
wages. Then we had a Conciliation and
Arbitration Bill brought before this
House, and affecting the railway ques-
tion; and in that Bill the Premier
introduced Clause 107.

THE PREmiER: A very good clause, too.
MR. CONNOR: Will the Premier

Carry it oute Listen to that, Labour
members: do not forget that!

THE PuEminR: The House knows my
opinion. There has been no doubt about
it at any time.

MR. CONNOR: I am not disputing
the Premier's honour or his honesty in

respect of the matter, because I know he
is always in earnest, and if he does make
mistakes it is not owing to the judgment
of his head, but to his heart. [MAIN1s-
TERIAL MEmBER: That is very nice.]
There was also a farther point debated in
that Conciliation and Arbitration Bill, in
reference to a clause introduced by the
new Treasurer (Hon. J. Gardiner). He
is one of the Cabinet supported by the
Labour members; and that little clause
he introduced meant simply, "1If you
agitate and ask for what you have a right
to, I will put you in gaol, and let you
stayv there." [MR. HASTIE :Query?]
This is history; and it affects this ques-
tion. The hon. member interjeeting might
let me alone.

MR. HASTIE: YOU might let the House
alone.

Mn. CONNOR: His remarks are not
entertaining, and not witty; and he might
keep quiet for a little while.

MR. DonnurrY: You do not expect wit
from a Scotchman.

MR. CONNOR: In fartherance, of the
arguments I have been trying to advance,
I would suggest, as one of the remedies
for this rail[way fiasco, that our great
democratic and federal party now in
power should hand over the railways of
the country to the Federal Parliament.
That would be in keeping with what they
have done previously in respect of other
assets of the country. I shall not support
them in so doing.

MR. JACOBY: The next recess will see
that.
I Mu. CONNOR: That is the next

Ischeme to which we may look forward,
judging by past events-that the great

federal party who have saved this country
forun, and have got its railways into

the lovely tangle in which we now find
them, should, as the next best thing to

Isave themselves, be still more patriotic
and hand over the railways to the Federal
Parliament.

Mu. MORAN: And then die.
MR. CON NOR: And then die. Another

suggestion in reference to the difficulty
of rates, and to keeping the rates fair so
that the people may not be overtaxed for
the carriage of their goods, iniight be
wade were it not for the past action of

I the great federal party. What have they
1done in that connection ? They have
iblocked the possibility of giving bonuses
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in connection with the railway freights,
which bonuses might have been beneficial
in our present very difficult circumnstances.
T want to know what is to hamppen at the
end of all this ? If we cannot keep our
railways from getting farther into debt,
if we cannot find a remedy for the present
shortages of revenue, the result must be
the ruin of all our gold], coat, timber, and
agricultural industries. That -will be the
end of the administration of the great
democratic party-unemployed in thou-
sands everywhere. Members from the
goldfields lauigh; but in a concern like
the Railway Department one day's mis-
management takes months to Noctify;
and how long. I ask, will one year's
mismanagement take? It will tatke years,
and a good many of them, to put things
right again; and every minute, every
hour, every dlay that we ignore the neces-
sity for making drastic alterations, then I
say, during every such day, hour, and
minute, those in charge of the affairs of
this country are acting criminally. A,
saying of the bon. member who some
time ago led the Government when they
were elected to the Treasury bench,
was that they had been good critics,
but had turned from critics to actors.
Well, I promise the country that. if the
present mismanagement continue, this
iiill be the most expensive comedy the
country has ever sat out; and for that
reason and for other reasons I have given
I shall vote in favour of the amendment.

Mn. J. 0. G. FOULKES (Claremont):-
T cannot help thinking it unfortunate
that such a question as the management
of our railways should be discussed in
connection with a vote of censure. A
question of that kind it is almost
impossible to discuss impartially and
dispassionately. I take it we shall have
many opportunities during the session
for discussing railway management. We
must all agree that during the last 12
months the management of our railways
has been most unsatisfactory. For that
there are, in my opinion, two reasons;
one that during the last 12 months we
have had no general manager, and no
other official personally responsible for
managing the department.

MR, CoKwoR : Who is to blame for
that ?

MR. FOULKES : During that time
we have had no less than four changes

of Ministry, which of course mean that
we have had no less than four different
Ministers for Railways. From that, one
can understand how difficult it must have
been for the officials of the Railway
Department to do their work, 'when
they found that the Ministerial head of
their department was being continually
chainged. [MINIsTERIAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] And it is to be remembered
that after all, those were only acting
officials, who were therefore working
under a6 very great disadvantage. In
dealing with the successive Ministries, I
should like to recall the attention of
members to the changes which have taken
liace during the past year. First of all,
we had the teake Government, with the
member for East Fremantle (Mr. J. J.
Holmes) in charge of the railways. That
hon. member took certain steps, with the
result that Mr. John Davies was sus-
pended. Tbe House took up the matter,
and dismissed from office not only the
member for East Fremantle, but his
Ministry with him. The next stage was
when the member for Coolgardie (Mr. A.
E. Morgans) formed a Ministry with a
fresh Minister for Railways. That
Minister, Mr. Prank Wilson, appealed to
his constituency; and his constituency
dismissed him, because, I assume, he hadl
accepted office in that Administration,
After that, the Leake Government again
came into office, with a fresh Minister for
Railways (Hon. W. Kingsmill); and
that Minister, I think, took office at
the end of December of last year.
He took certain steps, and the result of
those steps was that after much delibhera-
tion he produced, for our consideration,
the appointment of Mr. George. No
sooner did he get through that difficulty
than he retired from that particuldr
department, and now we have a fresh
Minister for Railways; so we can see
front that the great changes that have
taken place in the appointment of the
Ministerial heads of this particular de-
partment. The member for the Murchi-
son (Mr. Nanson) is not satisfied with
the last move made by the last Minister
in regard to the appointment of Mr.
George, but he asks us to dismiss that
Minister from office. As I have stated
before, I take it that this is not the right
time to discuss such a serious matter as
that of the railway management, That
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question should, as I remarked, be dis-
cussed on better and mome convenient
occasions during this session. I should
like to call attention to the fact that
during the last 12 mouths the members
of this House, and not only the different
Ministers we have had, are responsible
very much for these continued changes
and this bad managemnent. You cannot
shift the responsibility, or place the
responsibility, of the managemnt of
these railways upon that Ministry or any
particular member of the Ministry. The
whole of the responsibility for this bad
management during the last 12 months
lies evenly balanced between both sides
of the House.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: No.
THE SPEA:KER: Order!
MEMBER: You are not arguing before

a Judge.
MR. FOULKES: If I were arguin

before a Judge, I should not be liable to
so much interruption, at any rate. I
should have more opportunity of setting
my case forth ftiily. I am a new mem-
ber, my election having taken place. only
a short time ago, but from what I can
gather I cannot help thinking that the
country at large has lost confidence in
this House. That is in a great measure
owing to the fact that the proceedings in
the last session of Parliament were not
carried on in the way they should have
been. The country at large is most
anxious that a Bill shall be carried for a
redistribution of seats, and I hope the
Premier-I think we can all wish himn
every success in the new office he has
taken-will push on with that Bill as
rapidly as possible. I shall consider it
my duty on this occasion to vote with the
Premier against the amendment. I, like
many other members, feel that we have
many causes of complaint as regards the
administration of the railways, but I
repeat that this is not the occasion for
discussing the matter, and I therefore
feel it my duty to vote against the
amendment.

MR. P. STONE (Greenough): I take
it that in this case the Government find
themselves face to face with a great
difficulty. One of the principal assets of
the State consists of the railways, and
the Government find that for every £100
these railways return, they have to pay
£C115. To alter this State of affairs they

had to make a choice out of three things.
They had either to reduce the wages, run
less trains, or increase the rates. As to
reducing the wages, in the face of what
happened last year when we were, I think,
unanimous in raising the rate of the wages
of the men employed on the railways by Is.
a day--and not only that, but we reduced
the hours from nine to eight-it would
be out of the question to talk of making
the railways profitable by reducing the
wages Is. or Is. 6d. a day. As to
running less trains, the public would not
stand that, but they expect the accom-
modation that any people would require.
The next alternative was to raise the rates,
and I for one, paying as much as most
people towards the railways, say the Gov-
erment acted in the most discreet
manner. It is possible that the rates
have been raised more than necessary, but
time will alter that, because as soon as
people see there is a profit on the rail-
ways, they will clamnour to have the rates
reduced. Better management of the
railways is possible. I think they are by
far over-manned. I would rather see a
man get good pay and work well, two
doing what three are accomplishing now.
As matters stand at present, there are
more idlers than workers.

MEMBER: That is why you vote for
the GovernmentP

MR. STONE: I will come to my vote
for the Government later on. I take it
that when revising the rates, the Govern-
ment might have considered the manner
in which the timber companies and coal
companies are favoured. In other parts
of the world where there are large timber
companies and coal companies, as at rule
these companies have to find their own
rolling-stock and pay for the haulage
over tile lines they have to use; but here
we find that the Government have to find
the rolling stock, and in this matter the
companies have the Government pretty
well "by the wool."

MR. 'MORAN: It is all wool and no
brain, there.

MR. STONE: What I refer to will
mend itself in time. 1 hope the time
will come when those companies will pro-
vide themselves with trucks, and not be
worrying the Government day by day for
trucks which might be used in more pro-
fitable work. As to the appointment of
Mr. George. I presume the Government
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saw something had to be done, and they
looked around and picked him out as the
moat suitable man they could find. They
have availed themselves of his services, and
I earnestly hope he will prove a success.
T do not see why we should not give him
a fair show, and why we should handicap
him in any way. If theGovernment have
made a mistake in appointing Mir. George,
we should remember that mistakes occur
in every walk of lie.

MEm~vL: Every well-regulated family.
Mn. STONE: Yes; even in marriage.

(Laughter.)
IIEmBER : In sonme cases.
Mn., STONE: I ain going to vote

against the amendment, as after eight or
nine months' experience last year it
appears to me that the proceedings of
this Parliament are moure like a contest
or football match than the doings of a
collection of hard-headed, sound thinkers
of this State.

MR. DOERTY: There is a seat over
the other side of the House.

Ma. STONE: I occupy this seat
(Opposition cross-benches), and I intend
to occupy any seat I think fit. I do not
feel bound to any prticular party, and I
shall vote as 1 think fit. That is the
position I have taken up, and I intend to
follow it. I long to see the time when
the House will be able to sit as one
party, the same as the Council, and when
the Ministry or the Government do any-
thing the House think unfair and not
becomning, they can drive them from office
and elect their owu chiefs. I would like
to see this debate ended and practical
business proceeded with as soon as
possible. The way the business was con-
ducted last year was such that it seemed
to be the laughing stock of the country.
Delay was occasioned while attention to
,useful business was needed. We find
now that the Legislative Council have
adjourned for a fortnight on account of
this amendment, and I hope the subject
will soon go to a division.

At 6126. the SPEAKER left the Chair,
At 7-30, Chair resumed.

Mia. T. P. Q UJYL AIN (Toodyay):. I
shall confine myself strictly to th~e motion
before us. I desire to say at the outset
that there is no man in this State whom'
I would sooner see attain the high and

honourable position of Premier than my
friend Mr. Walter James. Being d~e-
lighbted to see him hold the Premiership,
I -must offer a few words to convey my
reasons for casting a vote in opposition
to him to-night. I shall vote against the
Government, because I was elected as
one of the party which has sat, so far, for
the most part on this side of the House.
I ]lave not felt justified at any time in
changing my allegiance, although the
person to whomn I was attached at the
time of my election, Mr. Throssell, no
longer leads on this side. I feel in some
measure bound to the Opposition. Suffice
it to say, however, that I purpose to
terminate, after to-night, my adherence
to party politics. I think we are too
small a community for the carrying out
of a. strict sy stem of party government.
[TE Psatisa: Hear, hear.] Therefore,
while intending to-night to vote for the
party to which I belong, my future pro-
ceeding will be to cast mny vote as an
independent mnember. I have a com-
plaint to make concerning the railway
policy of the present Government, so far
as the appointment of Mr. George is con-
cernled. I believe I only voice the senti-
ment of a large number of people in this
State, if not the sentiment of the
majority, when I say that T consider Mr.
George's appointment will prove a most
excellent one. I have to enteur a protest,
however, against the manner in which
the appointment was made. The House
was to have met within three weeks
of the date of Mr. George's appointment,
and I think it would have been just and
courteous on the part of the Government
to have waited. For my part, I feel
confident that even as the House is at
present constituted a large majority of
members would ha~ve favoured the
appointment of Mr. George. I have,
ever since I have taken an active part in
the public life of this State, advocated a
change from the political control of the
railways; and I still maintain the posi-
tion that it is far better for the interests
of the State in every respect that the
railways should be altogether free from
political control. I trust the Govern-
ment will not, as has been suggested,
have a kind of dual control over the
depart ment, They should give the Com-
missioner or the Board of Commissioners,
as the House may decide at a later
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stage when the necessary Bill comes
before us, full control. I believe it will
be better for both employers and
employees to look to but one head of the
department, whether that head consist of
one Commissioner or three Commis-
sioners. As regards the increase in rail-
way freights, Ministers have admitted
their en-or, and therefore it is unnecessary
to labour the subject. As for the general
administration of the railways, I desire
to offer an opinion which perhaps has
not been expressed so far during this
debate. The origin of the greater part
of the trouble now experienced in con-
nection with the Railway Department is,
in my opinion, first and foremost the cost
of construction of lines which have been
built under the day-labour system, and,
in the second place, the ordering of goods
for the Railway Department through the
Public Works Department. I know I
may be asked by some members what
connection the construction of lines by
departmental day-labour and the order-
ing of goods as described can have
with the matter at issue. But we
know full well that orders for the
Railway Department are carried out
by the Public Works Department-
orders, say, for the supply of material,
trucks, engines, and other necessaries;
and that this is a bad system. 1 am in a
position to inform hon.'members that the
late Engineer-in-Chief, only a few weeks
before his untimekv death, said that he
himself was opposed to the system then in
vogue of ordering parts of machinery
from various firms in various places, with
the result that they actually cost the
Government twice the amount it would
otherwise have been necessary to pay.
As for departmental day labour, the late
Mr. O'Connor, in conversation with me
on the same occasion, said that although
he had originally favoured the method
then in vogue in this State, namely day-
labour, be bad come to the conclusion
that it was a mistake, and that the best
thing was to terminate the system as
quickly as possible. It may be argued
that the abolition of the day-labour
system will mean that numbers of men
tray be thrown out of employment. To
such an argument I reply, that if at any
time there be a surplus of labour in the
market-and I know this is the case at
the present time to a considerable extent,

because I meet every day numbers of men
seeking employ went- the proper course,
provided the trouble is sufficiently intense
to warrant the Government in taking
action, would be to set the unemployed to
the clearing of land for agricultural
purposes, as may be done under the
Homesteads Act. Such land, when
cleared, the Government would be able to
dispose of to advantage, and thus would
be assured of receiving value for the money
expended, whereas by departmental day-
labour methods there is no such assurance.
We need not go farther thmin the laying
of the pipes for the Coolgardie Water
Scheme, or indeed any class of work
connected with that scheme, to find the
moneys of the State wasted from one
cause, namely departmental day-labour.
The Coolgardie Water Scheme alone
affords sufficient warrant to the present
or any future Government for re-
fusing even to entertain the question
of day-labour construction of works
with the taxpayers' money. As for
the question of freights on the gold-
fields lines, I say at once I do not advo-
cate that the goldfields should be called
on to pay more than their fair pro-
portion. At the same time, it has to be
remembered that although the goldflelds
lines were constructed at a low direct cost
to the Government, nevertheless indirectly
those lines cost probably as much as any
other portion of our railway system. For
this reason, that the Government paid only
some eight or nine hundred pounds per
mnile for the construction of the goldfields
lines -in particularthe line from Southern
Cross to Ooolarie; bat indirectly three
or four times as much was paid by the
country to the contractors, who made
large fortunes out of their transactions.
Indirectly, the moneys earned by the
contractors represent to the State portion
of the cost of the goldfields railways.
Therefore the true amount paid for the
construction of those lines is much higher
than that shown in the contracts. The
question of interest has to be considered,
and various other matters have to be
taken into account, when estimating the
cost of the goldfields lines; and I think
the Government are honestly entitled to
claim that the goldfields lines represent
to the State a value greatly beyond the
amount paid for their construction. Re-
verting once more to the appointment of
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Mr. George, whom I claim as my friend,
and in whom I have great confidence,
knowing him to be a man of strict in-
tegrity, I have to express my pleasure at
his selection. I wish to eznphasise that I
object only to the method of the appoint-
ment. It is true our Railways Act con-
fern power on the Government to make
such an appointmuent, and behind this
power the Government perhaps shield
themselves. No one, however, knows
better than my friend the Premier, who
is an old colonist, that when the Act
in question was passed in 1878 no such
appointment as that just made was ever
contemplated. It is unfortunate that the
Government should have seen fit to exer-
cise this dubious power so shortly before
the meeting of Parliament. I am glad
to know Mr. Kingamill did consult the
late respected Premier in reference to this
appointment, because I think the fact of
such consultation having taken place
relieves Mr. Kingsmill to some extent of
the responsibility which it has been sought
to cast on his shoulders. I believe Mr.
Kingsmill did what was right as regards
consulting his superior, the Premier, and
his colleagues; and, therefore, I do not
think all the censure which has been
passed on Mr. Kingsmill is justified. The
Government as a whole are responsible
for the appointment, and as my friend the
Premier has inet Parliament with the
same body, so to speak, except that the
Treasurer forms a now tail--

Ma. DOEvRTY: What about the new
head ?

MA. QUTNLAN:- I wish to be clearly
understood that my object in voting for
the amendment is solely that I may enter
a protest against the manner of Mr.
George's appointment. The Government
know full well that scarcely anyone not
in immediate contact with the Railway
Department could have been aware of
the existence of the power exercised. The
Government, of course, are well assured
as to the result of the amendment. 1, at
any rate, am confident that the leader of
the Opposition has not the slightest hope
of carrying it. Farther, I may say that
I should be indeed sorry if an amendmtent
of this nature were carried at the present

jucture, because I consider we have
had quite enough of the "1ins and outs "
game for some time to come. For
my part, I hope we shall not have

an immediate repetition of the people
throughout the country exercising their
choice of members to be returned to this
House.

Ma. F. ILLING WORTH (Cue): I
do not desire to occupy the time of the
RHouse unduly, nor do I propose to make
a set speech on the Address-in-reply;
but I shall, with the kindness of the
House, first deal with the Speech itself.
Our attention is called to the illness
and recovery of His Majesty the King.
We all rejoice, I am sure, in that
recovery. The next question that comes
before us is the departure of His Excel-
lency the Governor, and I am sure that
departure is one that we all deplore, as
far as this State is concerned, for His
Excellency and Lady Lawley have en-
deared themselves to everyone in this
State, and they will leave- behind them
the kindliest memories it is possible for
us all to entertain. At the same time we
rejoice that the Governor of this State is
called to take up arduous duties in South
Africa, and perhaps one of the most
onerous duties it is possible for any one
to take at this juncture in British affairs.
I desire to express at this time my hope-
I think I re-echo the feelings of all the
members in this House besides the
greater portion outside-that His Excel-
lency's departure from this State to his
new field of labour may be one of great
success-great satisfaction to himself and
great success a"far as the Imperial 'Par-
liament is concerned. I cannot pass
farther without just referring to the
lamented death of ray leader, Mr. Leake,
one of the men with whom we have
fought in this Hfouse for long years. I
cannot fail to remember the time when my
lamented leader, with Mr. Simpson and

my'self, constituted what was then called
the Opposition; and. when I remember
the work that has been done in this
House since that date, and realise that
Mr. Leake's inspiration, energy, and force
of character constituted the mainspring
of that Opposition and the mainspring of
many reforms that have been obtained on
the floor of this House, I feel that a very
great loss indeed is created to the State
as a whole; and personally I feel it
keenly, because the bon. gentleman was
one of the few, rather the first few,
people I came in contact with when I
came to this State in 1890; one of the
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first two or three friends whom I met
and who befriended me, the member for
Plantagenet being one, the member for
Irwin being another, and the hon. mem-
ber who has gone beyond us for ever
being specially the third. It is, then,
with very sad feelings I stand to-night in
the House, and I cannot pass this event
without making a, remark or two upon it.
Now we have a new Government, con-
stituted very largely- two-thirds, at any
rate-from the old Governmwent; my
respected leader has gone from us to
come not again, and practically I stand
alone in this House to defend what is
known as the Leake Government. In
looking at the past, I desire to call once
again the attention of the House to the
fact that that Government faced its
Iblarners: in a distinct minority, and it was
utterly impossible for us as a Govern-
ment to do the work that a. Government
ought to do, when there was no possibility
of gaining, on the one hand, a sufficient
power to carry out the convictions which
we held, and these who sat in opposition to
us were not prepared to take the opportunity
and do that which they prevented us from
carrying out. In the beginning of that
first Leake Government we were met with
the difficulty that faces us to-day. The
great difficulty that met that Government
was the railway question; and I do not
hesitate to say the railways werb in an
absolutely disorganised condition on the
day the first leake Government took
office. In addition to that, I say the
member for East Fremantle (Mr. Holmes),
who was the Minister for R1ailways in the
first Leake Government, was the man who
laid hold of and exposed to a large extent
the disorganised position which existed ;
and why that Government was not capable
of making the necessary reform, why that
Government lost its position as a Gov-
ern ment, was because Ministers attempted
reform, and laid their fingers on the main
blot of the position as they found it.
They were thrown out of power because
they attempted to reorganise the Railway
Department. It is too much to go back
and say that the Government did not
succeed in doing away with the difficulty
and disorganisation which was the accu-
mulation of years. Next the Leake
Government came into office minus the
member for East Fremantle-and I do
-want to impress upon the House that the

worst blots spoken of in the House during
this debate were discovered, and his finger
laid on them, by the hon. gentleman.
The missing trucks, the missing engines,
were discovered by him, and provision
was made on the Estimates that were
placed before the House for £950,000 for
making good these deficiencies; and it
was his endeavour, and the endeavour of
the Government, to grasp firmly the
nettle of this disorganised railway busi-
ness. Yet members know what happened:
the Government fell, and when the new
Government came in they were unable-
I speak now of the Government under
Mr. Morgans-they had neither time nor
opportunity to do anything; and when
the Leake Government returned, as I
have said, minus the member for East
Fremantle, from whom we all parted
with great regret, we had to face and
did face day after day the difficulty. The
member for Pilbarra, the present Colo-
nial Secretary, who took the portfolio of
Ralways, did his best to get some 'basis
on which organisation should take place.
During all this time one conviction settled
firmly on me, that the settlement of the
railway question was to have one man;
that we should never be able to control
the department until we had at the head
of the department a. man who under-
stood what the railways required. who
understood the controlling, of a huge
financial department in the proper way,
and knew how to conduct it. No one
who spoke and took any part in the dis-
mnissal of Mr. Davies ever said one word
about his capacity as a railway expert.
If it came to a. question of interlocking
gear, if it came to the construction of a
time-table, or of the details or of every
detail of a Railway Department, perhaps
there were few men mrore capable than
the gentleman whom we felt it necessary
to dispense with. But what we wanted
was someone to control this huge spend-
ing and earning department, and treat it
as a, huge business concern.

HON. F. H. Fxessx: You had, if you
had only left him alone. He would have
done it all right.

Mna. ILLINGWORTH:- The hon.
member wants to take me off my track:
he wants me to say something unplea-
sant about him, and I do not intend.
Speaking, of the difficulties, I want to
call1 attention to another fact. It is
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positively unparalleled in regard to the
difficulties which the Leake Government
had to face; unheard of I think in tbe
history of Government. Take the losses,
for instance. We lost suddenly and
mournfully by death the Engineer-in-
Chief ; we lost by death the head of the
Stores Department, of whom &, great deal
has been said in this debate.

MR. DOHERTY: You deducted five days
from his wages.

Ma. ILLINOWOETH: We lost the
services of the head of the Agriculturra
Department (Mr. Cowen); we lost the
head of one of the principal departments,
Mr. Eliot, by death; and we lost., in a
secondary way, Mr. Jull, who through
illness had to be given twelve months'
leave of absence, practically taking away
the hea-d of the department. We have
had to suspend, as hon. members know,
Mr. Hodgson, the second in command in
the Eng-ineer-in-Chief's office.

MR. DonEnRTY: You were forced by
the Opposition.

SKmn. ILTNWGWORTH:C We had to
dismiss, or rather suspend, Mr. John
Davies; and then before we could get
fairly to work, we lost our Premier. Not-
withstanding all the difficulties of the
year-they were neither few nor small-
what is the sole charge laid against the
[take Government? Tam speaking now
of them because the present Government
a~s they sit, the new Government, are not
responsible for the actions which took
place prior to their coining into office.
In so far as they take up matters, they
are responsible; but they can-not be made
responsible other than as individual parts
of the late Government. The proof of
that is seen in the fact that some of the
measures announced by the late Premier
in the Queen's Hall have come before us
in an entirely different position from
that in which. Mr. teake announced them.
What are the charges laid against the
Government-whether we call it the old
or the new Government ? The first
charge is in conneetion with the Spear-
Parker cuse. In a single sentence I say,
if the Government erred, if their action
was an error, it was on the side of mercy.
The next thing they say concerning us
is that we 'have raised the railway rates.
I shall deal with that presently in a way
which I think will interest hon. members
and substantiate my position. The

strangest feature of this debate is the
constant iteration of the proposition that
the Government should have come down
to the Rouse and consulted members
about the appointment of, practically, a
railway mankager.

Ma. DouzunT: Of Railway Commis-
sioners.

Mn. ILLTNGWORTH: I shall deal
with the question of Commissioners. In
any little parliamentary exper'ence I have
bad, I never heard and never read that
the House was ever consulted regarding
the appointment of a public servant. The
Government who are not prepared to
wake such appointments and to stand or
fall by them are not worthy of office.
Now we made an appointment, and I
shall deal presently with its nature. Next,
it is said we did-well, I do not 'know
what we did not do.

Mn. TDOERTY That is what 'we are
blaming you for; because you did not
do it.

MR. fLTLINGWORTH : Wh at we did
not do was this-give the; hon. member
three times the value of his land instead
of the actual value,

MR. DOHERTY: Is the hon. member in
order in referring to my private businessP
That will be dealt with separately.

THE SPE±&LER: I do not think the hon.
member is out of order.

Mn. ILLINGWQRTH: I think the
hon. member has been long enough in
the House to know that I do not often
depart from its rules.

MR. DOERTY: You have departed
from the Ministry.

MR. ILLINGWOlTff: What I just
now referred to is the "1secret purchase
account." The hon. member can tellt us
something about that.

Ma. DOHERTY: No; I was not in that.
I 'was not on the right side of the House.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: Well, in
regard to the details of this matter I am
not in at position to say much fromn my
own knowledge. It so happened I was
away at Cue when the muatter was
arranged. But I wish to say there is
not the slightest doubt the House will
approve of a certain course of action in
regard to the sit eration of the present
railway route between Fremantle and
Perth. There may and probably will be
a difference of opinion as to the route of
a portion of that proposed alteration.
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Hon. members conversant with the cir-
cumstances know I am correct when I
say the crossing-place selected by the
experts on whom the Government relied
is practically the only one which could be
satisfactory; consequently all the land
purchased on the south side of the river
will be available and will be -required, no
matter what route is fixed upon; and
that side of the river is therefore the
more valuable. Granted that the Gov-
ernment saw - just as any other
Government in power would probabl 'y
have seen or ought to have seen-that
the time is coming when this railway
question will have to be faced, what
justice, or right, or forethought, or
common sense could be attributed to a
Government which would allow valuable
buildings to be erected all along a route
on which they knew they would require
a railway, when it would cost the country

perhaps £300,000 to purchase and pull
down those buildings in order to construct

a line absolutely necessary to the StateP
MR. DOHERTY: YOU shouldI have

allowed Parliament to decide whether it
was necessary.

MR. MORAN: Oh, no; not in these
days.

MR. ThLINGWORTH: Yes; bring
in a Bill, and have a battle of the routes.
Meanwhile, let every person speculate as
he thinks best.

Mit. Domunan: Speculate in land.
Mn. ILLINGWORTH:- Raise the

price of the land which he holds, buy
more land perhaps, and come to the
Government for compensation! I think
we have had pretty nearly enough of this.
[MInnsvnnRn MEMBERS: Hear, hear.]
I know one piece of land the actueal
value of which is about £1,000; and the
Government had, under arbitration, to
pay for it £6,500. I remember the
time-long before I came into this
House- when I went to the then Com-
missioner of Railways, the Hon. H.
W. Venn, and pointed out to him it
would be necessary in the interests of thp
State for him to purchase all lands
between Wellington-street and Roe-street,
to where the present West Perth station
stands. I then said to him: "I am not
asking this because I am in the land
business. I do not ask you to employ
me. Employ whom you like; but put en
someone to buy that laud at its proper

value." What was the result? It 'was
not bought; and for one property which
was plaoced before me for valuation, and
on which I put the best value I could for
my client, £26,500, under arbitration the
Government had to pay £18,500. I say
we have had pretty nearly enough of
this; and it is nearly time the State had
opportunity of gaining what it will
gain in this particular case--for the first
time in the history of Western Australia
-the benefit of the unearned increment.
The blocks purchased by the Government
are purchased intact-that is, the whole
block, and not a strip; and although I
do not know anything about the laud,
because I have not done any business in
that locality, and have not any land on
the route, and did not know the route
itself until the papers were brought before
me, yet I say, with some little know-
ledge of land generally, that the Govern-
ment have in this transaction saved the
State over.£100,000, and they have done
so by taking upon themselves the respon-
sibility of-yes, defying the Audit Act,
and purchasing without the authority of
Parliament.

Mx. DOHERTY: Yes; defying Parlia-
ment. That is it.

MR. ILTJNG WORTH1: Yes. As the
b on. member reminds me, I will say a
Ilittle on the constitution. On page 243
of the second volume of Todd's Parlia-
m entary Practice, a fairly good authority,
I rea:-

It is therefore erroneous to suppose that the
Government can be absolutely prevented from
any misapplication or expenditure in excess of
the parliamentary grants. Even were it pos-
sible to do so, it would notbe politic to restrain
the Government from expending money in any

*circumstances, without the previous authority
*of Parliament. In the words of Mr. Macaulay
(secretary to the board of audit), 11cases must

*constantly arise, in so complicated a system of
Government as ours, where it becomes the duty
of the executive authorities, in the exercise of
their discretionary powers, boldly to set aside
the requirements of the Legislature, trusting
to the good sense of Parliament, when all the
facts of the case shall have been explained, to
acquit them of all blame; and it would be, not
a public advantage, but a public calamity, if
the Government were to be deprived of the

imeans of so exercising their discretionary
Iauthority." To the same effect, we have a
declaration by a committee of the House of

*Commons-ta fair authorityJ-that"1 in special
emergencies expenditure unauthorised by Par-
liament becomes absolutely essential. In all
such eases the Executive must takre the
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responsibility of sanctioning whatever inmme-
diate urgency requres ;and it has never been
found that Parliament exhibited any reluct-
ance to supply the means of meeting suich
expenditure."

It is a simple question. If we want
something even later than that, we may
remember an incident which occurred in
the British Parliament when Mr. Dis-
raeli expended four millions of British
money in the purchase of Suez Canal
shares. Who has blamed himP Who
would blame him, seeing that 90 per
cent, of the goods which pass through
that canal is carried in British bottons ?
it is not a question whether the authori-
sation is or is not granted by Par] jawent:-
the question is, will Parliament sanction
the expenditure when they know all the
facts of the ease ? And I say the Leake
Government were prepared, and I pre-
sume the present Government are
prepared, to take the responsibility, such
responsibility as there is, for the purchase
of this land. I say, when it is fully
explained the House will not only appre-
ciate but will highly comend the
Government which bad. the miorat courage
to spend fuLnds, even in the face of the
Audit Act. Let -me say in regard to the
Auditor General that he has acted up to
his duty, acted as 'he ought to have acted.
He is perfectly right in reporting to the
Rouse this illegal expenditure; but I do
say the Government who made the expen-
diture are quite prepared to stand by
their action, and that they had no per-
sonal interest of any kind in the trans-
action, neither had their agents. The
member for East Kimberley (Mr. Connor)
said to-night that someone was to get
£3,500 as a commission.

MR. DOHERTY: No; £23,000.
Ma. ILTANGWORTUI: That is right;

and that the work ought to have been
done for £300. Now I am quite con-
versant with the details; but, as I under-
stand. it, the Government did not pay
anything.

MR. DOHERTY:- You are not "in the
know.'"

Mn. IELLINGWORTH: I have had a
little experience in land buying and
selling, and I understand the vendor
pays the commission-generally, at any
rate; and the bon. member who sold
some of this land I expect paid the
commission.

MR. DOHERTY.- Yes; quite correct.
MR. tLLLNG WORTH:- I believe

there was an arrangement of this kind,
that if it were necessary to purchase
land for this purpose, and the vendor
would not pay coiftnission-and some-
times we do meet a vendor who will not
pay commission; unfortunatelv, I have
met a few in my time who will take all
the benefit of one's experience and9 one's
labour, and will then say, " Oh, I think
£5 is enough for this job," when the
real commission should be £50-but if
in the course of this business we met
with a per-son who would not pay for the
work done, I think there was an under-
standing that the Government should
pay the usual commission.

MR. DOHFERTY: You are on the wrong
track.

Mn. ILiLINOWOETH: I am not on
the wrong track. In passing away from
this point I wish simply to say I con-
sider any Government who saw whbat the
Leake Government saw and what I think
the present Government see, that a
railway must be constructed at the very
earliest date; and there is a great chance,
in fact almost a certainty, that the land
required for the railwvay -will very quickly
he covered with buildings-I say the
Government would be unworthy of their
position if they did not endeavour to
save the State from inevitable loss
by purchasing the land at its proper
value from the owners, at the price for
which the latter would be wiling to
sell it without knowing they were selling
to the Governnment. Before I leave the
two main objections raised against and
attacks made upon both the late and
the present Governments, I sh-a refer
to one or two matters in the Gov-
ernor's Speech. The James Govern-
mnent have adopted the policy of the Leake
Government, with alterations.

MR. DOHERTY: Alterations and trim-
maings.

MR. MoR&N : Adopted the Leake
Ministry with alterations, too.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: I .wish to
mention one matter hon. members seem
to take for granted-that we are about to
have a. Redistribution of Seats Bill, and
are going to the country about March
next, when the people will have an oppor-
tunity, of declaring what they think of us.
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Well, I do not believe there is a word of
accuracy in the whole suggestion.

MR, DOHaERTY: It jg what we want-
"the Bill to the people."

Mna. ILLITNOWOETH: That is about
the nicest thing one can say in the House.
But there are reservations. I differ from
the Government in regard to the pro-
posal as outlined by the Premier in
reference to constitutional reform. The
suggestion, as I understand it, is that the
Legislative Council shall be reduced to
21 members, and the Legislative Asseni -
bly is to be reduced to 46. 1 want to
say, in the first place, that if you propose
to reduce this House by only four, the
"Cgame is not worth the candle."

MR, DOHERTr: He does not want to
do it, by that. He has brought them all
over there now.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: In the second
place, I want to say that if they propose
to carry a Bill to reduce the number of
members of the Council to 21, the
Government know very well1 that the Bill
will not pass; consequiently we cannot
get constitutional reform on those lines.

Mn. DOHERTY: They are only trying
to blind the public.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: When my
late leader delivered his policy speech in
the Queen's Hall, he put before the
country a redistribution of seats scheme
which had tbeen approved by Cabinet.
That scheme was to reduce the Legislative
Assembly to 42 members, and the result
would be that it would give 13 members
to the goldflelds. I want to say, in

passng, that, though I wish to get ast
nery as I can, as nearly as is reasonable
and desirable, representation of the
people on a population basis, yet we
must look, and I think every muember
will do so, at the necessity of watching the
interests in any country, and especially in
this. The dominant inidustry in Western
Australia is mining. It was proposed
under this scheme of the heake Govern-
ment to give 13 seats out of the 42 to the
mining districts, and, as the electoral
roll stood, these districts comprised
35,354 electors, or an average of 2,719.
It -was then proposed to give to the J
agricultural districts, which are the nex
most important, 11 seats; not on the ii
same avenage, because they have only'
17,863 electors altogether, or an averagej
of 1,622. But these districts are being

steadily settled, and as the population is
a fixed population so far as it goes, and
will be an increasing population as the
time passes and as land is settled-

Ma, HoPRnNS: Would not population
be increasing anywhere elseP

MR. ILLINGWORTH : Ta these and in
agricultural centres also-we were going
to give 13 seats to the goldfields and 11
to the agricultural interests. Then to
deal with the city and suburbs, where of
course large numbers of people live, but
where their interests are to a large ex-
tent in common, it was proposed that
there should be seven seats for the city
and suburban districts, representing
20,979 electors, or an average of 2,997
per member. We next proposed to give
six seats to the ports-Fremantle, South
Fremantle, East Fremantle, North Fre-
mantle, Albany, Geraldton, andl we were
going to join my good friend the member
for Greenough (Mr. Stone) with Gerald-
ton.

Mn. HopKiNs: Row many Fremantle
ports have vou there ?

Upn. ILVING WORTH:- The whole of
the ports, at apy rate, have only 12,000
electors, or an average of 2,017. Our
friends the pastoralists-whose interests
must not be overlooked-were to have
five seats, there being 3,174 electors, or
an average of 634. It will be seen that
the redistribution scheme proposed by the
Leake Government was not based upon
population absolutely. It was based
upon interests to a large extent and upon
population as closely as we could do it.
It was then proposed to unite the weaker
provinces and reduce the provinces in the
Upper House from ten to eight, the
electors numbering 23,608, or an average
of 2,952 forevery threeniembers. Whether
that proposition would have gained the
consent of this House, or whether it
would have passed another place, is a
question which I cannot answer; but I
say, without any hesitation, that the out-
line proposed by the present Government
will neither pass this place nor the other;
and consequently unless the Government
are prepared, as I hope they will be, to
materially moderate their proposals in
reference to this constitutional reform,
there will be no chance of getting con-
stitutio-nal reform this session. I think it
is the wish of this rarliament, or of a
good many members, and the wish of the
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people, that there shall be constitutional
reform and that we shall have a general
election. I do Dot suppose any of us are
particularly anxious to go to a general
election.

Mn. THOMAS - As soon as possible.
MaL. ILLING WORTH: As a question

of politics, I think it is the wish of the
people of this country. Whether it is
our wish is another qjuestion, but as it is
the wish of the people of the country, I
hope the Government will see their way
clear to moderate their proposals and
lbring in a practicable, workable scheme
for a redistribution of seats, which will
pass this House and also another place,
so that we way place this question before
the electors. In reference to the pro-
posals for electoral reform, I am glad to
say I. anm in harmony with the views
suggested by the present Government.
There is another subject upon which I
wish particularly to speak. I refer to
the Coolgardie Water Scheme reticula-
tion. When 1 had the honour of placing
the last Loan Bill before the House, I
took the opportunity of impressing as
emphatically as I possibly could the
necessity of this great question, and I
hope I may be Pardoned for referring to
this again, because I think it is of vast
importance. We have already borrowed
two and a half millions for this scheme.
The interest, nominally is .3 per cent., or
£150,000 per year. but money has been
borrowed below par. We shall require
at least £500,000 to complete the scheme.
of. reticulation, and if we take that at 3
per cent. we miay reasonably expect that
the actual loan money and sinking fund
will approach nearly £2200,000 which
this country will have to provide for the
scheme. We are paing at the present
time over £160,000 of that. We have to
provide for it in this year's Budget, and
tberc will not be one shilling-well
perhaps a shilling or two-but there will
be very little money coming in from this
scheme, and' the biggest advantage we
shall get from it until we have the
reticulation properly fixed up will be the
help that it will give to our railway
system. I hope the Government will
take immediate steps to obtain the
money and to get out a workable
scheme. T do not know what their
ideas are-whether they intend to put
the scheme under a board. and give that

board control, or whether they intend
to manage it as a parliamentary concern;
but a Bill for creating the necessary
powers, not only for reticulation but also
for Selling the water, ought to pass before
this session closes, and I want to impress
upon the Government the absolute neces-
sity of providing for that Bill. Then I
hope they will get on with this work as
speedily as possible, because it will be
somewhat of a calamity if the water gets
to Coolgardie and there is no means of
selling it. I think the one piece of work
the Government should put their whole
strength into is to get this Coolga-rdie
Water Scheme into working order, so that
we shall have something to help us pay
this £200,000 ayear. I just want to say
a word on the stores account. Members
who have sat in this House, and. who
have cared to look up Hfansard, will find
page after page every year upon the
stores accout standing to the names of
Messrs. Leake, Simpson, and fllingworth.
We have battled with this question ever
since 1895, and consequently I at any rate
decline to have it suggested that there is
any new discovery on this question. The
Treasurer knows my minutes are there,
and strong minutes too, in regard to this
question. I am glad to say that one of
the first effects of appointing Mr. George
to manage those railways was to assist
the Treasurer in putting this railway
account on a proper basis; and if there
were no other thing to warrant and sup-
port the appointment of Mr. George, that
one instance is sufficient in itself.

Mn. JACOsr: Rubbis~h!
MRs. DowuavTY: Nonsense!
MR, 1LLINGWORTI: It is because

the bon. member does not know, ho says
it is nonsense; but I cau. assure him
it is sound sense. More than that, I sa~y
the railway accounts have been placed
in such a condition that they are a menace
to the best interests of this State, and
we have endeavoured all these Years to
try and get these accounts upon a proper
basis. Turn over the Auditor General's
yearly reports, and you will find pro-
tests, at any rate for a6 few years past;
a distinct protest against the manner of
that expenditure; thousands, tens of
thousands, a. hundred thousand pounds
taken out of the Treasury without any
proper accounts being given as to what
that money was for. One of the first
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things I did was to object to this, but I
am sorry to say the Railway Department
got control of i3he Minister for Railways,
and I was not able to carry out nay will.

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Which
Minister?

MR. ILLINGWORTH: I congratu-
late the Treasurer on being able to some
extent, with the assistance of the new
manager, to put this account on a proper
basis. With regard to this stores account,
the hon. gentleman has acted very wisely
in my opinion. By the necessary declara-
tions that have been made about this

queti a good deal of unrest has been
cetd in the public mind, which has no

real foundation. I took the trouble to
look up the Government Storekeeper's
reports, and I think it may be of interest
to members to know the result. It was
a Rood deal of work, but still I did it.
There are in our stores to-day goods
which were placed there between 1880
and 1891, of the value of £450; 1892,
£850; 1893, £1,200; 1894, £900; 1895,
£2750; and from 1896, £2,200. I want to
impress on this House and on the country
that here we have a matter of less than
£6,000 as representing the old stock from
1890 to 1896. That, I think, is not very
serious. Moreover, those goods are not
all worthless; many of them are no doubt
obsolete, but they may bring Something*-
I do not know whethier much or little.
In 1897, however, there was Some accumu-
lation, which arose largely, so far as I
can gather, from at system of ordering
parts of machines -the system was
referred to in the House to-night. The
value remaining in from 189? is £2]1,600,
and from 1898 £28,350, or a total of
£36,800. In addition to this, there is
iron, of which we have no particulars-a
mistter of £5,570. The iron, I think, is

pretty good, notwithstanding-a fairly
good asset. So that it appears £42,370
is the whole of the value, the whole of the
price of the remaining goods which came
into the store from 1880 to 1898. The
total value, I repeat, is £42,370. During
the last few years, I must say some
departures from good business principles
have occurred, and I am pleased to hear
those departures are about to be stopped.
The sooner they are stopped the better.
I want lion. members kindly to remem-
ber that our publicly announced figures
show that to the end of May we

had a surplus of over £240,000. The
Treasury is supposed to keep a6 watch
on the expenditure, and in order to
do so the Treasury allows the expenditure
of each month to amount to, or rather
tries to keep the expenditure of each
month within, one-twelfth of the vote
granted for the year. It is utterly ini-
possible for any Treasurer to forecast his
accounts or to make anything like a
reasonable forecast of the expenditure, if
the departments hold back goods wbich
they have used in January or February
and do not bring them to account until
the 30th June. [THE TREASURER: Hear,
hear.] That has gone on of late years, and
during the past year. The only point of
difference between myself and the
Treasurer is this. During the past year
the railways have been charged not only
with goods held over from the preceding
Tear-which ought to have been charged
to the preceding year but have been
put into this year's account-but also
with goods which the department was
holding over until next year.

THE TREASURER: Oh, no. We debit
those back to the stores.

MR. ILLINGWOHTH: That is not
the same point. The effect is that there
are two lots of gocods which will have to
come in at some time. I do not know
whether they can come in at any better
time than when there is a surplus; but
the fact remains that two lots of goods,
instead of one lot, are charged in this
year. Moreover, they happen to be two
pretty large lots. The effect is that the
railway expenditure for June, instead
of being about £100,000 - for the
departmental estimate was a little
over £1,200,000 for the year-came
to £215,000, and so ran away with
;C100,000 of the Treasurer's surplus.
I do not know, I admit, what better
use we can make of the surplus
thau is proposed to be made of it
at the present time. We have appointed a
new manager of our railway system, and
we have therefore special reason for deal-
ing with the matternow. Farther, Irepeat
I do not know but that t ~e present is as
good a time to deal with it as any other;
in fact, this may he the best possible
time, seeing we have a surplus in hand.
I do, however, want this to go out: the
expenditure is an extraordinary one. The
people must understand that, and not
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take fright at the largeness of the amount.
In considering the stores account, the
people must not get alarmed because
there is a transference of goods which
ought certainly to have been transferred
during the year. One man, I may men-
tion, told me recently that there was
£400,000 worth of goads in the railway
stores not worth one shilling. Well,
that kind of talk, is destructive and
dangerous, and not true. In conclusion,
I wish to speak for just a few moments
on the important question before the
House. I must say I quite agree with
the member for East Kimberley (Mr.
Connor) that it is somewhat unfortunate
the discussion of the railway question
should come up on a vote of want of con-
fidence. I look on the railway question
as one of great seriousness-

MR. DoHERTY : That is just the way we
look at it.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: And I think
it is the common duty of every member
of this House to do his level best to get
the Railway Department put on a sound
financial basis. The railway question
ought to be discussed apart from ques-
tions of the fall of a Ministry, of party
polities, of ins and outs. The railways
constitute altogether too important, too
serious a subject to be made the battle-
ground of party politics. [Several inter-
jections.] I should like to get the atten-
tion of the House for a little while,
because this matter is of importance.

Pus SPEAKER: Order!
MR. ILIJING WORTH: I ask the

House to follow me while I put before it
certain. figures to which 1 have given
much attention. First of all, I lay it
down as an axiom wvhicsh would be
indorsed by all railway experts in the
world, I think, that railway results should
run as between 56 and 70 per cent. of
expenditure to revenue. That is to say,
if the expense rate fall below 65, the rail-
way system is being starved; if it rise
much over 65, there is waste by reason of
bad management, or else customers are
being overcharged. [Several interjec-
tions.] It is possible to make one's
customers pay too much for the work
done for them, and so to injure a railway
and wrong its customers. I will take the
figures I have given as a basis, namely
that a railway should never expend more
than £70 in earning £2100, and that if

expenditure be reduced to such an extent
as to fall below 55 per cent. the railway
system is being starved. There is in
this State at the present time a railway
which I have no hesitation in saying is
being starved, since its expense rate is
below 50 per cent.

MR. DJOHERTY: That is the railway
which is worth £1,500,000!

ME. ILLINGWORTH: That is
another question. Whether the rate I
have mentioned-any figure between 55
and 70 per cent.-will pay depends on
two things: the cost of the railway on
the one hand, and the volume of traffic
on the other. If traffic is small, neces-
sarily the expense rate will rise; and if a
line cost a great deal to construct, of
course, it will not pay under a high
expense rate. From a working railways
standpoint, however, we want to fix the
standard between 55 and 65. The cost
of our State railways to date stands as
follows;-On the 30th June, 1901, we had
expended on our railways from loan
account X6,690,131, and from general
revenue £408,108; or a total to date of
£7,098,289; that is to the3B0th June last.
Under the last Loan Act the Govern ment
provided for railway rolling-stock and
railway stock generally.£1,496,700. That
money has been raised, and consequently
interest on it is current; therefore, the
expenditure on the railways to date
is £8,594,939, or in round numbers
£8,600,000. That, lion. members must
bear in mind, is the expenditure on our
railways to date. Some people may argue
that the £C408,000 odd spent on the rail-
ways out of revenue ought not to bear
interestandsinking fund. Thatisa matter
of opinion, and my opinion is that we have
spent on our railways moneys which ought
to have been spent on other public works,
namely unproductive public works. [MR.
DOHERTY: Hear, hear.] My opinion is
that we have borrowed to construct those
unproductive works, and are paying in-
terest and sinking fund on them, whereas
the true and honest way of dealing
with the question is to charge the
full amount on the trading-concerns
revenue. That consideration brings me
to this point: we have to provide interest
and sinking fund, in respect of our rail-
ways, on £8,600 ,000. Next, another
objection arises. I have beard it said in
this House, and have seen it stated in the
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Press, that we ought not to pay sinking 1
fund on our railways because we have to
keep up those railways. Well, I only
wish we had 'kept them up; but, as a
matter of fact, we have not done so; and
the troubles springing from our not
having done so are now beginning to be
felt. It was all very well to say in the
past ' W have paid so much interest and
sinking fund into the general revenue."
Yes; we did it; but only by starving the
railways. We did it by buying new
rolling-stock and putting it into stock
when we ought to have mended our old
stock. That is the fashion, and the only
fashion, in which our railways have ever
paid interest and sinking fund. On a
proper basis of construction and a proper
basis of maintenance, the railways of
Western'Australia have never paid more
than interest and sinking fund. While
it is open to argument whether we ought,
or ought not, to pay a, sinking fuand, this
aspect of the matter has to be faced:- we
have got to pay the sinking fund because
we have entered into engagements with
our London creditors to pay one per cent.
sinking fund as well. as interest.

Mu. MoxtN : In other States they 'have
engaged to pay sinking fund, but have
abolished the p rovision.

Mu. ILL [NOWORTH: The money
has to be raised. I am dealing with the
question only from the financial aspect.
We have to raise one per cent. sinking
fund.

MR. THOMAS: Why pay the sinking
fund if the railways are kept in proper
repair'?

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: We have to
do it. It may be wise or unwise to do it,
but we have engaged to do it. Our
loans are raised on the basis of payment
of interest and sinking fund, and every
year the money for the sinking fund has
to come out of the revenues of the State.

MR. Horniys: And then we invest
that money in our own stock.

MnR. ILLINOWOETH: Sometimes
we do.

Tan PurxiER: Pity we cannot all do
it.

Mn. MORAN: We ought to have con-
fideuce in our own stock.

Mn. ILLINGWOETH : I have spoken
of the cost of our railways, and now I
want to speak for a moment on the
question of interest. Our interest aver-

ages 8-35 per cent., but. as our loans to a,
large extent have been raised below par,
we have to add something to the rate of
interest. I propose to add -15 per cent.,
which perhaps is less than ought to be
added; but for the sake of simplicity I
put the addition of that. The rate of
interest we have to pay on our rail-
Ways M~oney thus amounts to 31- per
cent. All our loans bearing Sinking
fund at the rate of one per cent., the
total annual charge thus rises to 4A per
cent. Accordingly, we have to provide,
for interest and iinking fund on the
£8,600,000 represented by our railways,
£2387,000 a year. The gross profit for
the year ended on the 30th June, 1901,
was £275,414; for the year ended on the
30th June, 1902, it was, only £2217,171.
Consequently, for two years we have had
to face an actual loss.

How. F. H. PIcssEz: But you include
in your calculation the £9408,000 spent
out of revenue.

MR. ILLINOWOETH, I have ex-
plained all that. Hon. members may
dispute the basis of my calculation, but
they cannot dispute the accuracy of my
figures.

Howq. F. H. PiussEz: We do not dis-
pute that.

Mn. ILTTNOWOETH: The matter is
open to argument. I am prepared to
stand by my position, because I believe I
am right. I muaintain that the £408,000
put into the railways out of revenue is
money which ought to have been put into
unproduclive works, for which unproduc-
tive works in their turn mioney has been
borrowed, and consequently interest and
sinking fund are being paid. I argue that
interest and sinking fund ought to come
out of the railways in respect of the
£408,000 in question, because that money
ought to have been spent on unproduc-
tive works.

MR. N&NqsoNj: We have spent one and
a half millions out of revenue on public
buildings during the past few years.

Ma. ILLING WORTH:- I go back-
and I aM Sorry to occupy the time of the
House because of the interjections, for I
thought this important part would have
been listened to without interruption-
on June 30th, 1901 the total profit was
£275,414; in 1902 it was £217,171. I
come now to the Government estimate
for this year, based upon the increased
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railway rates, because up to the present
time hardly auy benefit has been received
from the increased rates, and the argu -
ment is that the rates ought not to have
been raised. I say that with the old
rates -we have had a deficiency during the
last two years. Now it is proposed to
raise the rates, and a remarkable thing
occurs. The estimate of revenue for
1902-3 is £1,600,000 and the expenditure
£1,35,537. If we take last year's
expenditure as a criterion, it will come to
£21,400,000; and allowing for the figures
in the estimate, that will give £268,463.
I want to impress on members that with
the increased rates, at the end of
this year there will he a deficiency of
£118,533.

MR. NAxsoN: Why are the expenses
going to be so heavy this coming finan-
cial yearP

MR. ILLjTNGWORTH: The Govern-
ment are not able to answer that question,
but these are all side issues. The esti-
mate of the Government, based on the
increased railway rates, is: revenue
£1,600,000, expenditure £1,385,5371, the
difference being £268,403; and the loss
for the year will be £018,537.

MRx. MoR&Ku-_ The sinking fund has,
only to be paid on the loan money.

Ma. ILLTNGWORTH: I want to

point out again to members that they may
take an en tirely different view as to
whether the railways should pay or
should not pay sinking fund, or whether
they ought to pay sinking fund on the
revenue which is put into them. These
are disputed matters. What we have
to deal with now is the hard fact that
we shall have to pay £347,000; we shall
get from the railways only £268,463;
consequently at the end of the year we
shall have to face a loss of £118,537
from somewhere. The Government esti-
mate for the railway expenditure is
£1,400,000 and the interest hill and
sinking fund this year will be £700,000.
Fourteen and seven are twenty-one.
Thou there are salaries which bring the
total up to £2,900,000 without touching
any other expenditure. Where are we
going to get the money to make up the
loss F It is all very well to say that the
manL who -uses the railways ought not to

pay it, but the hard fact remains that we
have to find the money.

Mn. THOMAS: Do you make any
allowance of interest and sinking fund
for the money taken out of the revenue?

Mn. ILLINGWORTH: I think I
have made the case out. Now I am
going to ask, how can it be provided for ?
We may make up this £118,000 by still
farther increasing the rates. I reckon
that is inadvisable. We may make it up
or prevent its expenditure by reducing
the cost of working. I say that is the
way it ought to be done. If the change
which has taken place does not do it, if
it does not reduce the expenditure this
year, the appointment of Mr. George
cannot be justified.

Mn. JAcour: But you have appointed
him for six years.

MR. ILLTNGWORTH: If he does
good work in one year, that is a good
reason for appointing him for five years
longer. If he does reduce the expendi-
ture and saves the £118,000, the appoint-
Imeat will be amply justified.

MR. NANSONl: But if he does not?
Mx. ILLaINGWORTH:- Thea the ap-

pointment will not be justified.
MR' MORA&N: And still he remains.
MR. ILLINGWORtTH: Questions of

this character are too vastly important to
be trifled with, and we shall never come
to a. sensible and clear conclusion on these
questions unless we keep our minds fixed
on one point at a time. I will go over it
again. I have tried to fix the basis of
profit I have told you the earnings and
the interest. I have told you what the
loss will be this year. Now I want to
discuss the question of how to provide
for this loss.

Mu. HOPKINS: Can you tell us how
the loss will come out on a separate
systeml?

Mx. JLLINGWQRTK: No; nor you
either. There is not a. man in the House
who ran tell you.

Mx. TnoxAs: Why not?
AIR. ILLTNGWORTH: Because they

are not able; because the conditions are
not equal to make a comparison. I said
that we way deal with the question by
reducing the cost of working, and I say
that ought to be done. We may get rid
of the difficulty by charging the loss to
revenue; but that is an improper course,
it is an -unjust course, because there are
thousands of people in the country to
whom the railways at the present time
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are of no benefit-people living away
from the railways who have to pay heavy
expenses for tbe carriage of goods-and
to ask them to pay for the reduction of
the rates for those who have the benefit
of a railway is unjust.

Ma. Tuoxns: The Eastern Goldfields.
MR. ILLING WORTH: The rates are

the same for the Eastern Goldfields as
for other places.

Ma. TuoMAs: There is a loss on timber
and agricultural produce.

MR. ILLING WORTH: If you carry
over your railways a larger quantity of
Class A goods than another class, the
increase in the quantity will make that
particular railway pay. Our railways
are our own property, and they must be
dealt with as a whole. Cheap lines
coming from some parts of the country
are only feeders, and there is no argu-
ment in compari ng one railway with
another, as far as State railways are
concerned.

MR. THOMAS: That is in opposition
to the Government policy.

MR. ILLINOWOETH : I am not a
member of the Government; I am not
even behind the Government. For once
I am able to consider my own opinions
and give expression to them. When I
was in opposition T had to consider my
leader, and when I was a member of the
Government I had to consider my leader;
but now I have only to consider my own
views. I have said that we may make
up the deficiency by charging it to the
general revenue, but that is improper
and unjust. As our railways are a
national asset, the loss cannot be shirked.
When we deal with railways in England
and America, we are dealing with com-
panies' lines, and it is a matter of little
consequence, as far as the State is con-
cerned, whether the railwaysB pay or do
not: the shareholder looks to that. But
when you have State railways, it is the
individual members of the community
who lose. If you take the whole of the
railways of Great Britain, they do not
pay four or five per cet-a great many
do not pay more than 1+ per cent. We
can put a railway line such as that from
here to the goldfields, and say, this
avenages so much; but you cannot do
that with different companies in Eng
land or in America. We have to fac
the question from the point of view that

the railways are our property and are for
the individual. [Ma. THOM1AS: Hear,
hear.] The corollary does not follow
that the individual should get his work
done for nothing. The individual who
uses the railway ought to pay.

Ma. THOMAs: But one railway ought
not to pay for two others.

Mu. TLfLNGWORTH: No; it is only
your bad logic which puts that questioni
forward. We have no competition so far
as our railways are concerned except that
wretched Midland Company, and conse-
quently we are under no obligation to
make a loss. With a railway company
that has to compete with another com-
pany, it may suit them to make a loss for
the time being. Railways have been run
in the United States at an immense loss
for some years, to drive out competition
and get a paying trade; but you must
not play that game with the State rail-
wavs.

MaR. JACOBY: To build up an industry
you can do it.

Ma. ILLINOWORTH: That is so.
You may be prepared to put your hand
in your pocket in that way. You may
run carriage at a. price that does not pay
-the individual carriage-but you must
remember that you have got to provide
the money one way or another. For
instance, we are using on our railways
Collie coal. I have no hesitation in
teling the member who represents that
district so well that it costs the Railway
Department £12,000 per annum to use
Collie coal.

Ma. EwiNo: There is a question about
that.

MR. ILLINGWORTH: But it keeps
a certain number of people in the district
from which you get far more revenue than
your £12,000, so that it pays. So it may
happen in regard to another industry.
It smay do to support an industry in a
district tokeep your people employed,
and the benefit comes into the general
revenue.

Ma. HOPKINS: You would run rail-
ways free, then?

MRt. ILLDTGWORTH: There is no
reason why they should not be run free.
I am surprised that members who want
to run the railways below the actual cost
do not go the whole thing and ask to
have the railways run free ; but stern facts
and finance will Dot run in with logic.
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I said just now that we are under no
obligation, by reason of competition with
other railways, to wake a loss on the
working of the system. Again, if we
bad a large population, and it were
possible by, reducing rates to increase the
traffic, then there would be reason in
reducing rates. But with only 200,000
people in the country that is an impos-
sibility. If we had to deal with 70
millions, or with 50 or 60 millions, as are
found in Great Britain and the United
States, then the railway question could
be dealt with from the standpoint of
averages. Bat here we cannot increase
the traffic. If we reduced the rates by
half, there would not be -very much more
stuff sent from here to Kalgoorlie. If
we raised the rates to twice the present
figure, the quantity which -now goes 'would
have to go anyhow. [OPPOSITION M.EM-
BERS : No, no.] You say "no," but it
is a fact. This is the basis upon which
we as a State ought to go. Railways
should be constructed and run as
economically as possible, and they should
pay interest and sinking fund, -and no
more. A State railway is not supposed
to be instituted for the purpose of adng
to our revenue: it certainly ought never
to be a charge on our revenue. The
railway must pay its interest, its cost of
construction, cost of maintenance, work-
ing expenses, and. sinking fund, that is if
we have a sinking fund which has to be
kept up out of revenue. If we are prepared
to run our railways without a sinking
fund, so that when the loans fall in they
shall be renewed, and that process Of
renewal shall continue for ever and ever-
well, that is a question open for argu-
ment. But while we have constructed
railways on the basis of interest and
sinking fund, wve must provide for that
sinking fund. Another point. One reason
why our railways are not showing the
financial results they showed a. while ago
in their increased capital cost. There was
a time when that cost a-veraged £2,000 a
wile ; to-day it is £5,000; and if our
railways be properly equipped, and es-
specially if we duplicate our main line to
Coolgarie--

MR. THOMAS:. There is no necessity for
that.

Mnz. ILLING WORTH: The hon.
member iuterjecting argued the point
last night.

Mit. THrOMAS: No.
MPR. MORANs: He wanted the railway

duplicated to Esperance.
Mn. ILLINGWORTH: The point was

argued in this House that the cost -would
be cheapened if we constructed another
railway to Coolgardie. That was the
argument. I thought it was used by
the member for Dundas,

Mn. TjOMAs:- No.
MR. ILLINC+WORTH - I ought to

have known that; because the hon. mem-
ber's argument was, it would be cheaper
to build a railway to Esperance.

MR. TnoMAs:- Most decidedly.
Ma. Doss rp&Y: And run it with Collie

coal.
Ma. flLINGWORTH: I say again

with a. small population, low freights will
not increase lie traffic. Our railways
will continue to increase in their capital
cost. That now exceeds £6,000 a mile;
if they be properly equipped, as we hope
to see thein, and if certain improvements
be made-heavier rails laid-the average
will be £7,000 a mile. In ourinain linies
it will run to £10,000 a mile; and couse-
qucutly, we cannot expect to get the same
results. So far, I have dealt with the
railway question, and brought it, I
think, to this point. We have in our
railways a big financial concern; but
we must run those railways so that
they shall not be a charge on the

Igeneral revenue. We must provide for
interest, sinking fund, and maintenance.

W. J. G3eorge, which is what I have been
approaching. We do not want an expert.
For £5,000 a year we might get the best

I railway expert obtainable in England or
America, and our financial condition
would not be altered one whit. We do
not want that. I say we had in Mr.
O'Connor and Mr. John Davies -our
past offiers-men with expert knowledge.
Our railways are constructed: they are a.
going concern. What we want in this
exigency is a man who canl make them a
financial success-a. man who will gripl
the expenditure, who will point out the
waste, who will show how savings can be
effected, and who is courageous enough,
h onourable enough, straightforward
enough, and strong enough to do what
he feels he ought to do, what he feels
is the best. And I say, if there be
a strong man in this countiry capable of
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doing the work he is required to do, to
stop this leakage in the railways and
bring them back to the standard of
the old rates-and that is what I wish to
see, the old rates established-and yet
not to make a loss, Mr. George is the
man to do it. [MINISTERIAL MEMBERS :
Rear, bear.] Consequently, I say the

appointment of Mr. George was justified.
The other argument-that it was un-
constitutional because Parliament was
not consulted-is a myth. The Govern-
ment who camne down to the House and
asked who should be appointed General
Manager of Railways-

MR. JACOBY: N~o; whether Commis-
sioners should be appointed.

MR. DOHERTY: " Commissioner" is
mentioned in the agreement with Mr.
George-not "1General Manager."

MR. ILLINOWORTE: I know all
about it-you need not trouble yourself.
I say this is not only mainly but purely a
financial question, and that to work out
this serious problem we want one man
and not three. I have always been
against putting the railways into commis-
sion, in the true sense of the word. That
is with mne a settled question. I saw its
effects in Melbourne; I do not wish ever
to see them again; and any mian who
knows the facts, as I and other men in
this country know the-, will never lift
his hand or his voice in favour of putting
any railwaysinto commission. I sayit is
a huge blunder; and worse than that, it
is cowardly. It is turning your back
upon the controlling force which ought
to be exercised by the people and by
Parliament in order to save the money's
of the people. If this Parliament cannot
control the expenditure of the railway
systfem, this Parliament had better shut
up. Are we to transfer our responsibility
to three irresponsible men appointed
under certain fixed conditions, and put in
control of the railways ? Three men-if
it were one, it would not be so bad. For
heaven's sake, let uts have somebody
responsible for this concern, and not
three men who can shift their respon-
sibility from one to another. Let us, at
leas' t, have one man responsible.

1%Jn. THOMAS: There are fifty respon-
sible in this House, and thirty in another
place.

MR. ILtLNG WORTH: There are not.
We have simply one Minister for Rail-

ways, who is controlled by this House.
I do agree in principle with the suggestion
thrown out by the Government. They
propose, as I 'understand, that the com-
mission, whether it be of one or three-I
say it ought to be one-shall have more
control than has hitherto been given a
general manager. With that I agree.
But the Government say also that the
commission should aot control wages on
the one hand or rates on the other. Then
it is not a, commission in the ordinary
sense of the term. [MR. JIACOBY: Hear,
hear.] If members say they want to put
the railways into commission in order to
prevent political control, I will tell them T
have been a member of a deputation of 110
members of Parliament who waited upon
the Victorian Railway Commissioners, Mr.
Speight and others; and there never was
a, time in the history of Victoria when
there was more political influence and
moredestructive politicalinfluencebrought
to bear upon the railways than under that
commission of Mr. Speight. The only
reason why Mr. Eddy and his commission
were a success in New South Wales was
that Mr. Reid, Sir Henry Parkes, Sir
GeorgeDi bbs, and other leading politicians
stood by and behind the commission ; and
it was the individual force of character
and weight and influence of the leading
politicians which kept Mr. Eddy strong ini
his position. [MrISTERIAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] And I say the like support
will make our commissioner or our
manager strong. But we talk of putting
our railways into commission because we
want-what ? To put them out of
political control. What for? Is political
control then so bad ? Are we tocondemn
this Parliament; are we to condemn the
honour of this State, and say that it has
returned to this Parliament fifty men who
Cannot be trusted to manage a railway,
whose honour and integrity are so little
to be trusted that their influence will not
be for good? I Say the people of this
State will return to Parliament men who
can properly control and influence one of
their own number acting as Minister for
Railways. But I do say the system
hitherto existing has been absolutely bad,
because it has made a chief clerk of our
Minister of Railways, instead of a proper
Minister. It has called on him to do
work which ought to be done by a6 third
or fourth clerk; and that system needs
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altering. We should put in the hands of
the man at the bead of the rail ways-call
him commissioner or call him managr-
more control than he has hitherto had;
but the final controlling force should
be this House, as represented by
the Minister for R2aiways,. who is
responsible to this House. To con-
clude, I shall give the Government a
piece of advice. They can take it for
what it is worth, and. can act as they
please. I say they have acted within
their rights in appointing Mr. George as
Commissioner. Let the business stop
there. Do not bring in the Bill for three
Commissioners. You had power to do
what you have done. You have done the
right thing. Stop, now that you have
done it. Do not bring, in a Bill and ask
us to do the wrong thing. I say the
railways ought never to be put in com-
mission, in the true meaning of that word,
The House should never lose control.
We are responsible to the people for the
property of this State, and we should
control both the expenditure and the
rates which shall be charged. Then,
again, the railway servants are the ser-
vants of the House, who have the best
right to deal with those servants. Do
not let us have an independent Commis-
sioiner, appoiuted for three, five, or seven
years, who cannot be controlled; because,
if you make him free from political con-
trol, then not even the Minister for Rail-
ways can control your Commissioner.
That would be a state of things which.
ought not to exist, That is a proposition
which cannot be commended, and which
would be destructive of the principles on
which our railways should be adminis-
tered. I say to the Government, "What
you have done is right: stand by the
right. You have appointed the best man
avaltable, the best man in this State;
and it was wise to appoint him at once.
It would have been better had he been
appointed six months ago." But I agree,
and strongly agree, with the sentiments
expressed in regard to political appoint-
ments. In Victoria, no man who holds a
seat in Parliament can be appointed to
any civil service position until he has
been out of Parliament for six months.
[MR. THoMAs:- Hear, hear.] That is a
good rule; but the best of rules can he
tested by their exceptions. If that rule
had been in existence, we could not have

appointed Mr. Paterson to manage the
Agricultural Bank; and if we had not
appointed Mr. Paterson to the Agricul-
tural Bank at the time we did, that bank
would have been a failure,

MR. Horxins: That does not follow.
IMa. ILLINGWORTH: It would have

been a failure.
MR, Hloimsy: Suppose you had been

the managerP
Mxa. ILIJINOWOR1TH: I could not

have managed the Agricultural Bank.,
nor could you. And more than that,
there is not a man in the House to-day
who could have managed it. And more
than that, the people of this country
know that the scheme was saved by the
wonderful fitness of the man appointed.
J regret to say his health is failing him;
but his work is there, and may rhaps
be continued. And as regards the
Parliamentary Draftsman, I do not know
where you could find another draftsman
to equal him.

Ma., Ho-Piwis: There are thousands of
them in the State.

MR. DoHERTY: You took him also
from the Opposition.

MR. ILLING WORTH: Well, I should
like to have a printed copy of the speech
you (Mr. Doherty) would have delivered
had we appointed a. Parliamentary Drafts-
man from our own (Government) side of
the House. I fancy you declaiming with
all your energy and force about the
iniquity of the Government who appointed
one of their own supporters to a valuable
and lucrative position in the State. No-
body can say that in appointing Mr.
George, the Government appointed a
particular friend or supporter. They
appointed him because they knew he was
the right man for that position; and
more than that, he has proved it. I am
satisfied with the work he has done.
I say that the work he has already done
justifies his appointment. I stand to
that; and I assert that if he goes on in
the way he has begun, every member in
the House will be satisfied with his
appointment within a year. Who have
opposed this appointment ? Members
have all, one after another, stood up and
said they are satisfied with the man.

MR. A. E. THfOMAs: It is the prin-
ciple.

Ma. ILLINGWORTH: Had the
Government to allow this big railway

(ASSEMBLY.] Fifth day.
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concern, spending a, million and a half, to
go on longer without control?

MR. TuonAs: Why not let it go over
for another twenty days ?

MR. ILLINOWOitTH: This question
has been under consideration for many,
many months. We settled the agreement
before Parliament met, and the reason
we did not settle it twenty weeks before
Parliament met was that -we tried to get
another man from another State, but we
found there was no possibility of getting
a suitable one, and therefore we made the
appointment we did. This House had no
right to be consulted upon the appoint-
ment.

Ma. THOMAS:, That is where we differ.
MR, I LLIN GWORTH:- You can differ,

but the fact is so- I appeal to members
who know something about parliamentary
practice when I say it is not the proper
thing, and it is not the usual thing, and
a Government is not fit to be in office that
will come to the Rouse and say, " Gentle-
men, we are a little bit afraid of this
business. Will you tell us whom we
should appoint as Commissioner of Rail-
ways F" Under Such circumstances as
those, a vote of want-of-confidence would
be justified, and would be carried without
a, division, as it ought to be.

Mn. DOnHERTY H]Fow was it YOU con-
sulted the House about Couston and
Finlayson. and about the honorarium to
John Davies ?

MR. ILLINOWOETH: The hono-
rarium to J ohn Davies ?

MR. DOHERTY: Take the Coolgardie
Water Scheme first.

MR. ILLINOWOETH : We told you
what we were going to do, and you could
have blocked us.

M-R. DoHERTY: We did block you.
Mn.. ILTLINGWORTH: You did not

do anything of the sort. Supposing the
hon. member to be correct, is it necessary
to do wrong a second time because you
did wrong onceF I like consistency;
consistency is a jewel; but I prefer to
be right every time rather than to be
consistent. Some people study consistency
to such an extent that they will keep
wrong in order to be consistent, but I am
not of that sort. I have trespassed -upon
the House at much greater length than I
intended, but I thought the importance
of the subject demanded my attention,
and that any views I may hold ought to

have expression. I thank members for
the kindly attention they have paid me.
(General applause.)

MR. H. J. YETNERTON (Sussex):
Before directly touching on the subject
under discussion I shall perhaps he
pardoned if, upon this the first public
opportunity which has been afforded me,
I express my sorrow at the loss this
country and this Assembly have sustained
by the death of its late leader, Mr. George
heake, and my deepest and most sinc-ere
sympathy with his family in that loss
which must to them be an irreparable
one. Personally, although we were
politically opposed in this House, I mourn
the death of a friend;- one whom f have
known and esteemed from his boyhood,
and one who, I know because it was often
evinced to me, had a kindly regard for
me personally. The loss which this
country and this House have sustained
cannot be measured. His ability, his
powerful intellect, and above all his
vigorous championship of everything
which was best for his native country,
wilt never be forgotten. That wider
experience and more matured judgment
which he was gaining when cut off in the
prime of his manhood would 'have been
of incalculable benefit to us. But pass-
from that which must be a mournful thing
to us all, I would refer to one of more
happy and more hopeful augury, and I
Will congratulate my friend, our Mrend,
the new Premier, upon his attainment of
the honourable and responsible office he
now holds. No matter upon which side
of the House we may be-and we cannot
all necessarily agree wvith him politically -
we all recognise the undoubted ability he
possesses, and we are all fully aware that
it is his earnest wis h to do the best he can
for the land which is his native country,
too; and therefore we trust that all the
high hopes and aspirations which must
now be his may be attained in their
f ullest degree. Hfolding as we do on this
(Opposition) Side of the House the con-
viction that the railway policy and the
railway administration of the Govern-
ment are bad, we could not have honestly
done otherwise than move the amendment
that has been proposed to the Address-
in-reply. Had we failed in this, we
would have been wanting in our duty as
an Opposition, and if we had not at the
very outset of the session Stated our
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objections in clear and unmistakable
language, we would have failed to afford
to the people, whose right it undoubtedly
is when an opportunity comes, the
chance of saying which side is right
and which side is wrong. There cannot
be any more important question than
this one, dealing as it does with the
greatest department of the State. Al-
though I have been in favour of the
appointment of a Comm issioner apartfroxn
political influence, I am, in, spite of what.
the member for Cue (Mr. Illingworth)
has just said, opposed entirely to the
hybrid policy which the Government are
now about to embark upon.

TnE PREMIER.: Why, you have not
seen the Bill yet!

MR. YEI.VERTON:- But I heard an
expression of opinion the other evening
as to the course to be pursued, and I give
utterance to my view upon it. I say that
to appoint a Commissioner and not to
make him thoroughly apart from political
conktrol--and for the Government to take
from his disposal the question of wages
and the right to deal with the rates, is
not to keep him apart from political con-
trol-is to adopt a policy which does not
mieet with my concurrence. Then there
is another question which has not been
referred to in connection with the appoint-
inent of this Commissioner. I have
heard nothing whatever of the question
of giving that Commissioner the right to
dismiss any employee in the service. I
say upon this all-important point that
every private employer has the right of
dismissa, and un~til you give your
manager or Commissioner -.whichever
you may choose to call him-that right
of dismissal of an employee you will
never obtain the best results from the
railways. Coming to the question of in-
creased rates, I was, surprised the other
evening on hearing the statement of the
Colonial Secretary that he had heard no
general objection and had seen no mani-
festation of any objection to these rates.
I can only say, in connection -with that
statement of his, that none are so blind
as those who do not wish to see. I can
tell him that at any rate in the South-
Western portion of the country there is
a very strong feeling indeed of resent-
ment with regard to the imposition
of these rates, and an equally strong
feeling that if careful. administration

and wiser economies had been prac-
tised, this imposition would not have
been necessary. In discussing the ques-
tion with the farmers in m IY district, and in
the adjoining districts, I have found that
everyone has expressed himself as being
opposed to the increase of rates, and I
have bad communications from several

agrcultural bodies also, complaining of
th increase and saying they desired me
to oppose it. On our goldfields too, I
am sure the increase of rates must bear
very heavily on those mines which are
now barely holding their own. Indeed,
it must, as was shown by the member
for Dundas (Mr. A. E. Thomas) the
other evening, absolutely mean the differ-
ence between profit and loss. Then it
would have been interesting to hear the
hon. member for Cue (Mr. Illingworth),
and I also hope we shall hear the mem-
ber for Dundas (Mr. Thomas), and the
member for North Murchison (Mr. J. B.
Holman) refer to how this question
affects those genuine prospectors who are
working their own shows.

MR. TigowAs: Dundas has given his
opinion.

Mn. YBLVERTON: I refer to the
member for North Murchison,andl would
like to hear his expression of opinion. I
feel sure that the increase must have a
very injurious effect upon those men, and
I shall, be surprised indeed if I see the
goldields members opposing the amend-
ment. Referring to the timber trade,
with which I am more intimately con-
nected, and of which subject I have per-
haps a better knowledge than I possess
in relation to other matters, I would say
that this new imposition of rates will not
only seriously impede the industry, but
will probably, so far as. export trade is
concerned, actually strangle it. So far
as the local trade is concerned, I will
admit we may not be much affected by
these increased rates, because we, the
timber companies, bave it in our power
to combine, and to get the increased
imposition out of the consumers.

MR. MORAN: Out of the goldfields.
Mn. YEL'VERTON: Yes; and others.

It is not the local timber trade which the
rates chiefly affect, but its effect will be
felt rather upon our export trade; and I
assert, with regard to the export trade,
that we cannot look for much better
prices- indeed for any better prices-
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than we now enjoy, for the reason that
in our export trade we have to compete
with other countries in which probably-
indeed we know it for a fact- many of
those engaged in the timber trade are
in a better position to handle their timber
than we are. As emphasising this state-
ment of mine that we cannot obtain better
prices, I would refer to an instance which
recently' occurred in South Africa, where
a contract was called for the supply of
200,000 sleepers, and the result was that
the timber companies in this country all
failed to obtain that contract, and it went
to Borneo. This is only one instance,
and there may be many others of a similar
nature. Looking to the fact that in the
past the timber companies have as a rule
worked at a loss, and that few at any rate
of them have ever made a profit, how can
we hope under these circumstances to do
otherwise than mnake a loss again, in face
of the fact that the increase in railage
and wharfage means from 50 to 60
per cent, upon the old ratesP I am
dealing now with a subject which I
claim to understand thoroughly, and I
mar mention that in the case of my own
comipany, whereas we formerly paid 7is.
5d. per cubic load to run our timber from
the railways to the port and place it on
board ship, we now have to pay lls. 10d.
per load, or an increase of 60 per cent.
Not only does that increase obtain, but
we have now to load our timber under
somewhat different conditions from those
qbtaining formerly. We now have to
pay for the maximum load which a wagon
will carry instead of, as formerly, for the
minimum load only. The result to my
company is a farther loss of lid, per
load, bringing the total cost to us at
present to 12s. 9d. per load, as against
78. 5d. formerly paid. The total increase
in our coat of loading is thus 72 per cent.,
equivaleut to s. 4d. per load on all the
timber we ship. The increase means
annually, or it will mean when we have
run over a year, no less a sum than
£2,000; the cost of our annual output
will have been increased by £2,000. In
support of the contention that the increase
in rates will not mean a corresponding
increase in revenue, I shall refer to an
instance within my own experience. My
company formnerly ran loge a distance of
seven miles along the Government railway
to its own line. The daily cost of haulage

to us was £210, which amount we were
paying in railage to the Government as
freight on those logs. Under the new
rates I found the cost was increased, for
exactly the same average quantityv, to
£16 per day, a rise of £6 per day. This
rise meant that the annual cost of log-
hauling under the conditions described
would amount to £1,800. My company

icould not stand this very long: four days
was quite sufficient for us, and we made
other arrangements for our log supply.

iNow, I should like hon. members to see
what was the result to the Railway

4Department. The result was that with
the exception of a little saving in wear
and tear, and a very slight saving in
wages, the department entirely lost that
revenue of £110 per day. Exactly thesame
staff had to be employed, notwithstanding
the fact that the additional revenue had
disappeared. Fortunately, my company
was able to secure certain adjoining timber
areas and to arrange to lay a tramway
into those areas, though certainly at con-
siderable cost. Had we not been able to
obtain the areas I Speak of, the mill
would have closed down, and this would
have resulted in a farther loss to the
Govern ment of from £12 to £15 per day,
being the sum which my company pays
in the shape of freight on its timber out-
put. The closing down of the mill would
have meant, likewise, that a large number
of workmen would be thrown out of
employment.

MR. HOPKINS: What is your gross
profit now ?

Ma. TEESnnME SMITHI: There is no
profit.

MR. YELVERTON: The instance I
have given is, doubtless, only one out of

Ihundreds, all going to show that the
object of the Government in raising the
rates has been defeated; that the revenue,
instead of being maintained, as the
Colonial Secretary (Hon. W. Ringsmaill)
said the other evening at the proper
standard, is declining. The policy of the
State for many years past has been, and

proel o to build, extend, and improve
ourralilwalys with a view to opening up
the country and fostering and developing
its industries. Judging from the figures
given recently by the Colonial Secretary,
it would seem that our traffic is increasing
enormously, but that although the facili-
ties for dealing with that traffic are
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increasing, still the percentage of working
expenses to revenue grows greater year
by year. From farther figures the hon.
gentleman gave us, it would appear that
-next year the percentage of working ex-
penses will be as bad as it was last year,
if not worse. In the case of a private
firm the doing of a larger business
with better facilities for doing it would
be looked to for the production of
increased profits. With the Railway
Department, however, it would seem
that the larger the business and the
greater the facilities, the worse the result.
We are told, moreover, that last year we
expended a sum of no less than £290,000
for water required in connection with the
traffic on the Eastern Goldfields line.
This year, the water will cost the Depart-
ment comparatively nothing. In spite of
that, however, there is to be no decrease
in the proportion of working expenses
to revenue. I do not understand why
that should be so. Turning now to
another aspect of the question, let us see
the effect of the increase of the rates ; let
us consider the fact that the bad manage.
mnent of our railway system is increasing
the burden of taxation on those who are
already more than sufficiently taxed. I
ask hon. members to consider how our
credit in the London money market will
be affeeted. Let me refer them to the
experience whichi Victoria suffered only
last week in the very Name connection.
How shall we fare when it becomes known
that in connection with our railway, the
greatest asset we possess, we are making
a loss, and that in endeavoluring to make
the loss good we are raising our rates
instead of resorting to more economical
management? Such a condition of affairs
will not, I think, be favourably regarded
by the financiers of the old country.
Farther, I think we should all be careful
not to make misleading statements with
regard to our railways. In the year just
ended the average of working expenses is
shown at 85 per cent. This rate is
abnormal, should be impossible, and is, I
think, surely avoidable.

MR. DOHERTY: It is getting worse
year by year.

MRs. YELVERTON: The coming year
is to show the same phenomenal propor-
tion of working expenses to revenue.

MR. THomAs: Yes; and it is still to
increase.

Mns. TELVER roN: Such a high
proportion is not a fair statement of the
position; and in this connection I shall
have to refer again to the danger of foul-
ing our own nest, so far as the London
money market is concerned. [MR.
THOMAS: Hear, hear.] Let us compare
our experience with that of other coun-
tries. I feel-[MR. DOHERTY: Pretty
bad!] -T am right in saying the avenage
proportion of working expenses to revenue
is in England about 53 per cent., while
in America, it is from 60 to 65, and in
Eastern Australia onl the avenage about
60. With these examples before them,
financiers will naturally object to ani
expense rate of 85 per cent. in our case.

Mn. THOMAS: It will be 90 per cent.
to-morrow.

Ma. YELVERTON: Financiers will,
of course, consider Western Australian
stock a bad investment. They will say,
",Just look at the way Western Australia
manages its railways."

MR. DOHERTY: That is what we are
saying, too, you know.

MR. YELVERTON: Next, as to the
question of the interest-earning capacity
of our railways, in this respect Western
Australia formerly held the pride of
place; but I fear that when last year's
figures are available it will be found that
she has fallen to the third or fourth
place. [MEMBER: No doubt about that.]
Certainly it will be found that our earn-
ings from about four and a half per cent.
on the capital cost have dropped to aboit
two and a half, or even two per cent. In
regard to the capital value of our rail-
ways, I have to express the belief that it
is certainly more than the seven or eight
millions which the construction of the
lines has cost us. In their present
state of efficiency the railways, I should
say, are worth nearer 10 milions, and
h ad we to build them now they would
probably cost us fully that amount. No
necessity exists, therefore, for charging to
revenue expenditure properly chargeable
to capital account. For years huge sums
have been spent out of revenue, with the
result that our railways have become
better and better. In this connection I
wish to draw attention to the fact that
the Engineer for Existing Lines in his
last report states that a sum of no less
than £1 1,000 charged to revenue is prop-
erly chargeable to capital account. I
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now comne to the cost per train mile of
running our railways, and here I wish to
institute a comparison with the same cost
on other railway systems. In the United
King~dom, the cost per train mile is under
3.-

Ma. MORAN. Three bob a day wages,
too.

MR. YELVXRTON: In New South
Wales it is 3s. 9d.., in Queensland 3s. 7d.,
in South Australia 3s. 4d., in Tasmania
33. lid., and in Victoria 3s. 7d. In
Western Australia, however, the cost per
train mile for last year was 5s. Id.

MR. Tuons: More; 5s. 7d.
Mn. TELVERTON: And probably,

when we go fully into the figures for this
year, we shall find that it is 5s. 6d.

MR, THoMfAs: It is 5s. 7d.
Mn. YELVERTON: Possibly. I now

turn to a most important question, one
which I ask hooi. members to consider
carefully. It is this. Whence does our
abnormal rate arise F The cost of our
permanent way is less than obtains in
the East, and our traffic expenses comi-
pare favourably with thos;e prevailing in
East. The abnormally high rate per
train mile arises, I maintain, from the
cost of running our locomotive and
repairing workshops. In these shops
there is a tremendous. leakage; for it
appears that the proportion of the expense
per train mile arising from the locomotive
and repairing shops is no less than 2s, 5d.
In the Eastern States the proportion is
only Is. 6d. per train mile. For last
year I venture to say the coat chargeable
to locomotive and repairing shops will
probably be nearly .3s. -equal to the total
cost of running the Midland Railway.
What is the lesson which these figures
teach us? Is it not that we ought to
improve our defective hospital accom-
mnodation ? We have insufficient rolling-
stock; sund, owing to the heavy, the
arduous duty cast on it, that rolling-
stock is altogether inadequate to the
work. The English practice is to have
from 12 to 15 per cent. of rolling-stock
under repair or in hospital. It is difficult
to say what percentage of rolling-stock
we should have in hospital if all the
stock requiring attention were there.

MR. NANsoN: It would be nearly all
there.

MR. YETXERTON: Yes; it would be
nearly all there. The enormous propor-

*tion of cost per train mile chargeable to
locomotive and repairing shops is due to
nothing but gross mismanagement; and
until that gross mismanagement has been
remedied, no rates will prove payable.
Farther, I say that until that mismanage-

*mont has been ended, Parliament has no
right to penalise the general public.

MnB. ILLINOWOETH:' Where do you
propose to get the difference from, mean-

Mn. YELVERtTON: The first thing
to be done is to equip the hospital prop-
erly and put the repairing shops in
thorough order, charging capital account
with the amounts required for doing so.
It is not fair, I claim, to charge those
amounts. to revenue. I may compare the

*present position of our railways, with
their ineffective rolling-stock and loco-
motives, to a bushman endeavouring to
do his work with a blunt axe or a miner
trying to work with a blunt pick.

Tias Paurnun: Who blunted the axe?
(Laughter.)

Mn. YELVRRTON: Dealing with
the railways and the development of
the country thereby, I will say that in
America, the basis of the rate considered
to he remunerative is one-fifth of a

Ipenny. Grain is shifted from Chicago
and carried by rail at that figure, while
we cannot do it here for one penny. In
America timber and fuel are carried 1,60
miles from the places of production, and

Icattle are carried 2,000 miles, while wood
and grain in immense quantities are
carried from 1,500 miles to 1,600 miles
at rates which in most connttAes would
he considered ruinous. In recently
settled portions of this State the popu-

*lation often depend on the railways for
*almost everything they require, except
beef and mutton. In other countries
manufactured goods can be carried from
1,000 to 1,500 miles from the places of
production or import, and this should be
our experience in this country. Touching
on the question whether the Opposition
were justified in tabling the amendment,
or not, the utterances of the Colonial
Secretary the other evening are alone
sufficient, if nothing else, to justify us
in the position we have taken up. His
defence was a most weak one indeed.
True, the amendment has forced from
the present Minister for Railways a state-
inent as to the policy of the Government

Addrem-in-reply.- (29 JULY, 1902.)



262 A ddrens-in-reply: [SEBY)Ffkdy

in the future which we did not hear
before, tha t the Government would make
good from revenue any loss arising from
carryingr special classes of goods at a low
rate. Another thing, it has forced an
expression from members sitting on the
Government benches to the effect-
with the exception of the member for
South 'Pvrth, who agreed that the Rail-
way Department's accounts were in a very
bad state, and the member for Cue-that
they were opposed to the Government on
the question of the increased rates and
on the question of the appointment of
Mr. George. At the same time these mews-
hers have expressed their determination
to vote with the Government. The hon.
niembler for Kanowna and the member
for Subiaco both said. they would" rte
bear the ills we have than fly, to others
that we know not of." I think these
gentlemen might have gone a little farther
in quoting from the poet, and said
"Not conscience, but expe~ieney, makes

cowards of us alt," I do not mean
to say that those gentlemen do not
possess a conscience. I believe they
do. I believe that at the present time
their consciences are fully occupied
in pricking them when they express their
opinion one way and intend to vote the
opposite. I know that in this matter
they have given a pretty exhibition of
want of moral courage. I would like to
say, before I conclude my* remarks, that in
tabling this motion the Opposition felt in
a generous Tmood. We witled to give
those friends who lately left our ranks an
opportunit5 of justifying, if they can,
their reason for supporting the Govern-
ment, with whom I know they cannot be
in accord on this question. We wished
to give those ou the Government benches,
those who have so lately proclaimed
democratic and advanced principles, an
opportunity of showing bow they would
deal with a Government who have acted
so unconstitutionally as this Government
has in increasing the rates and in the
appointment of Mr. George. Perhaps it
was legal; at any rate it was unconstitu-
tional. Those gentlemen believe in the
principle of government of the people by
the people; yet these unconstitutional
acts have been done on the eve of the
meeting of those people whom we pre-
sume are governing us. Knowing with
regard to my friends who have recently

left us, their honesty of purpose and
integrity, I believe they were actuated by
the best of motives.

MR. DOHERTY:, Locomotives, I think.
Mn. YELVERTON: But "to err is

human" and I can only piresume that in
this matter they have made as) error of
judgment.

MR. ILLINGwORTH:. Cowmplete the quo-
tation.

MR. YELVERTON: I will not say
personally, because I have so great a
regard for my friends: but politically I
hope I may express the fervent wish that
if not during the course of this debate,
certainly at the next election, it will be
unmistakeably and clearly fixed on them
that they have made a great error of
judgment, and then they will be bound to
see the need of correcting the error of
their ways. ITwill conclude by saying, in
regard to Mr. George himself, in coin-
mon with every other member of the
House I recognise his probity, and
I know that he is possessed of a, great
amount of business ability ; but the
man this country looked for to be
placed in the position of Commissioner of
Railways was one not only possessed of
the qualifications of Mr. George, but like-
wise possessing qualifications absolutely
necessary to manage oar railways-with
a. wide and varied experience in the
working of railways and expert knowledge
in that direction. Had the Government
appointed a gentleman possessing such
qualifications, even at a much higher
salary than that to be paid to Mr. George,
and had they submitted that appointment
to Parliament before confirming it, they
would have done the right thing; but in
the present instance they have done
wrong. They should not have appointed
Mr. George, failing, as he does, in expert
railway knowledge, and before confirming
the appointment they should have sub-
mitted it to Parliament. I will vote for
the amendment.

THE PREMIER (Hon. Walter James):
I should be ungrateful indeed if my first
words were not expressions of thanks to
those sitting on the right hand of the
tipeaker, and to those who took their seats
there upon the opening of the session,
also to those who are sitting on the other
side, for extending towards me such a.
generous reception. I feel grateful to
those sitting on this side, not because they
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are unqualified supporters of the Ministry,
but because I believe they are impressed
'with the one fact that impresses me most
at this juncture in the political history
of the country: they want stability of
G-overnmnent, stability to this extent, that
we shall at least have one session during
which there shall not be two or three
changes of Government. I shal] look,
too, for support from those who sit on
the Opposition cross-benches, because
they are, I believe, inclined to support
me on this article of my political faith,
that perhaps party government mayv be
pushed too far in this State of Western
Australia.. There is no doubt that when
we adopt the system of party govern-
ment, we often find ourselves in an
attitude in the House which we cannot
always exactly feel or think desirable.
We find arguments used not based on
the fair view we ought always to take, but
we find members in Opposition or on the
Government side bringing forward false
arguments to bolster up matters which
have been submitted by one side of the
Hfouse or the other. I venture to think
that in the State of Western Australia,
with a House constituted of 50 members,
we 'have not the elements that make party
government and alone make it successful.
I cannot see that party government can
be successfully carried on unless there is
behind that party a majority; and when
I say a majority I mean one large enough
to give confidence to the Government, so
that there is the knowledge that for a
few years the Government can carry out
the programme which they have placed
before them. If we turnu to the old
country or to America, we find that
where a party which is the one in power
has spoken, it means, in one instance,
four years, and in the other instance
five or seven years. unless something very
exceptional turns up, in whic the party
that goes into office has bfre it that

priod in which successful work can be
done. Here in Western Australia parties
never divide themselves acc-ording to
fixed principles. I do not wish to deny
that in this community, as well as in
every other community, there are the
forces of adventure and hesitation; those
who always want to move on, and those
who are restrained by the sense of caution.
Never has there been a time when mem-
bers of the House reflected those senti-

ments by sitting on one side or the
other. Even in days gone by it has,
never been said that men who were
holding Democratic or Liberal views were
always on one side, and those who held
more Conservative views were on the

Iother side. We cannot say so to-day.
I believe we can find to-day good Demo-
crats sitting with those holding more
Conservative views, and we always find
on both sides of the House an ade-

Iquate reflection of both those forces of
hesitation and of adventure. It does
seem that under conditions like these we
could do so muc:h more good to the State
if, while determined to fight for an ideal.
principle, we did oppose the Government
on every occasion with or without reason.
As Premier, rightly or wrongly, whether
my good friend the leader of the Oppo-
sition agrees with it or not-and I mnay
say his expressions of opinion on public
platforms and in the House of late have
had a good deal of party bitterness in
them-

MRa. NAN SON : It is justified.
Tu PREMIER :I as Premier intend

to take this view, that I am prepared to
learn from both sides; I2 am prepared to
receive suggestions from all anxious to
serve the State; but determined never
to carry out any political action that
will outrage my own conscience. I shall
endeavour to earn the confidence of all in
the House. I think this debate which
we h ave had d uring the last few d ay s is a
strong instance of what a large amount
of valuable time can be wasted by puAty
tactics. We all realise that there is ample
room for discussion as to railway adininis-
tration. Standing here in the year 1902
anld looking back to the year 1890, 12
years have passed; and is there aL mem-
her in the House, or is there a man in
the community, who can place his hand
on any one year and say there were not
cries all over the country of the malaod-
ministration of the Railway Department ?
Has a session ever passed in which
this question has not. been brought
prominently to the front?9 Is it not a
somewhat peculiar feature that we who
have been in office twelve months--the
most troubled twelve months in the
history of this State-we who have had
to fight three elections, involving three
changes of Government, and who have
been fighting in Parliament from June
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until the end of February last, the longest
session on record in this State, find that
the members of the Opposition have the
impudenee to come to this House and
say, " You, in your eight nm(nths' work,
ought to have rectified the wrongs that
this State has been groaning under for
the last 12 years ?"

Ma. NA;8sow: You made things -worse.
THE PREMIER: I venture to assert

that is a characteristic instance of the
value of party government. I do not
believe the bon. minter (Mr. Nanson)
is dissatisfied 'with our railway admiinis-
tration. I do believe he realises the need
for reducing the cost of that adminis-
tration, lbut that is the one object we
all have in view. And yet, whea we
realise all the faults, and also the need
of improvement, it does seem a somewhat
peculiar development of party govern-
inent that all the blame which has been
accumulating for 12 years shall be cast
upon the shoulders of the present
Ministry. I say railway maladministra-
tion has been chronic. Mr. Ven could
not put it right, Mr. Piesse could not put
it right, nor could Mr. Wood put it right.
Two at least of those Ministers held
office and power in this State when they
had behind them strong majorities and
had strong leaders.

HoN. F. H. Pimss-E: We should have
been stronger, but we bad to fight the
Opposition.

Tus PREMIER:- They had strong
leaders and strong majorities. Mr. Venu
occupied the position for some rears, and
Mr. Piesse for some years; yet with all
the support they had, and their long
tenure of office, they were not able to
remove the various complaints, nor, I
venture to think, -was the railway ad-
ministration under their control much
more satisfactory than it is at present. I
think, if I may say so with respect, that
one of the Most Ungenerous speeches I
have heard i this House came from the
member for the Williams (Hon. F. H.
Piesse), he himself having been Oom-
missioner of Railways, and having realised.
the difficulties cast upon the shoulders of
the man occupying the position. Realising
how constantly the Minister for Railways
is attacked from all sides of the House
and every part of the country, he ought
to have ban the first to take a favourable
view of whiat was done by his successor

in Office, and the first to come to his
aid.

HO0N. P. H. PiESSes: Point out any
special ins~tance of lack of generosity in
my speech.

Twsg PREMIER: That is an instance
-joining in an attack on his successor,
though he himself reaited that NMr.
Kingemil, whatever faults he -may have
had, could not possibly be entirely re-
sponsible for the position as we find
it to-day. As we find, after those
12 years of chronic maladministration-
let mne put it in this way-that the
system has not been satisfactory, the
present Opposition now ask us, by this
mnot ion of no confidence, not to express
our opinion about railway administration,
but to, assert that the -maladministration
of our late Minister for Railways (Hon.
W. Ringsmnill) has been such that we
ought to hand over the power now
enjoyed by this (Government) side of the
House to those who at present sit on the
left of the Speaker.

MR. DOHERTY:- No;- we wish to go to
the country. (Ministerial laughter.)

Tasc PREMIER:- I wish members
to bear in mind, that is the issue. In
what will it res ult P Eitheor the leader of
the Opposition when he becomes leader
of the House will say, " Out with
George; we will have none of him"-

MR. Donxxn: This agreement keeps
George in for 10 years.

THsR PREMIER: Will the hon. mem-
ber do that? An agreement, nothwith-
standing the cost of annulling it, is
nothing if the appointment be so unde-
sirable. If the necessity for a change be
so vital, then to par an amount of £1,500
a year for five, 10, or 20 years, is as
nothing compared with the principle you
say is so important -is Mr. George to be
retained ?

Ma. NANsoN: If we take your opinion
on it.

MR. MolAN: Hie is not to be retained,
certainly.

TUE PREMIER:- He is not to be
retained ? 1s there a man in the House
or in this country who thinks that what
for 12 years Minister after Minister has
failed to do can be accomplished immedi-
ately by any member on the front 0 pposi-
tion benches? If Mr. Speaker had the
power of a schoolmaaster, I should ask you
to let this railway genius "1stand up," so
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that he might be hailed by the wholeI
of Western Australia, throughout the
length and breadth of the State. It
displays the strong confidence hon. mem-
bers opposite enjoy in themselves. In
the past, under the old system, we have
bad a railway expert as General Manager,
and we have had a Minister for Railways.
I now understand the Opposition wish to
go back to that system, because they
have some genius who will do what
Minister after Minister has failed to do;
and Minister after Minister, some of
them like the member for the Williams
(Hon. F. H. Piesse), have devoted years
of their lives and made very great per-
sonal sacrifices in what I believe to be
resuitless efforts to deal with a hopeless
position. What did we find when the
Leake Government took office after those
12 years of maladministration, that it was
due toan absolutelytutterly wrong systemP
Why, the railway systemi unsatisfactory,
the proportion of cost increasing, com-
plaints accumulating year after year, and
when Mr. Holmes went into power, what
did he doP

MR. DOHERTY: Sacked John Davies.
Tan PREMIER: He applied business

principles, and said: "We have a General
Manager. Tell me the area of his re-
sponsibility." If I put a man in charge
of lil busines or a branch of it, I know
exactly what he has to do, and exactly
where his res4p~nsibility begins and where
it ends; but Mr. Holmies f ,ound, when he
looked into the question, that the General
Manager was absolutely responsible for
nothing.

MR. ILLINGWORTE: Hear, bear. That
was the position.

THE PREMIER: There was no agree-
ment, and no Act of Parliament, which
defined the powers of a General Manager-
absolutely none. The General Manager
had no defined duties under any Act or
any agreement; consequently at no point
in the performance of his duties could
the Minister say to him, " You are
responsible for that." As the General
Manager was a subordinate officer, the
practice grow up year after year of throw-
ing an ever-accumulating mass of jackets
on the Minister for the time being, wit],
the consequence that the whole of the
Minister's life was devoted to reading
through those jackets and the voluminous
reports; and at no place in those jackets

could one find an instance where the
General Manager said, "That is my re-
commendation; I am liable for it"; but
tbere was a growing practice of sheltering
himself under the responsibility of his
Minister, owing very largely to the good
nature of the member for the Williams,
who used to work hard and try to do too
much.

MR. JACOBY: That applies to other
departments also.

THE PREMIER: That was the weak
spot; and the member for East Fre-
mantle (Mr. Holmes) placed his finger
on it. We know what took place. The
Leake Government were ejected. Mr.
Morgans came in. Then Mr. Kingsmill
was appointed in last December. He
remained fighting in Parliament until
the end of February. Now members
know that under the particular conditions
which existed from the time the House
met last session until the end of the
session, there was a state of uncertainty
during the whole period. We were
wrangling and fighting during the first
few months; and as a fact, no work
was done until after there had been two
elections of Ministries. Then members
began to realise that the people of the
State would insist on having something
done. How could the Minister during
those troublous times have done much
towards putting things right? What
could he have done? When the Leake
Government first took office, and I was
an honorary Minister, we expected to be
turned out of office any day, and it was
utterly impossible to attempt any
thorough reorganisation. Shall I not
carry with me every thinking man in this
House and in this community when I say
that no Minister ought to have attempted
such a reorganisation unless he had a
fair assurance of some parliamentary
majority behind him to enable him to
carry it through successfully? We do
not want this constant tampering with a
department for a few weeks or months,
and then leaving it, making confusion
worse confounded. Mr. Holmes found
there was no responsibility; that loan
moneys were too frequently used for
the purpose for which revenue ought to
be used, that there was an accumulated
mass of all sorts of rolling-stock getting
out of repair, too free a use made of loan
money to cover those deficiencies, and no
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depreciation whatever allowed for. The
first thing the lake Government did
was to insist that all loan expenditure
should go through the Minister for
Works.

Mn. ILLINOWOETH: Hear, hear.
THE PREMIER: That is one of the

steps which led to a. disclosure of the
position. Directly we took from the
Railway Department the power to control
the loan moneys, they then had to face
the question of bow they were to deal
with an ever-accumulating mass of roll-
ing-stock in need of repair. The Leake
Government said, "1You must allow for
depreciation; you must deal with this
loan question "--

MR. ILLINswonTn:- And provide for
depreciation in the Estimates.

THE PEE MTER: Yes. They said,
-We want a system different from that
of the past "; and whatever they did, I
will say 1 believe there is throughout the
length and breadth of Western Australia
to-day -a feeling of hopefulness, at all
events, that the railway administration
will be put right. For 12 years we
were going from bad to worse; and
the great majority of people thought
the time would never come when we
could rectify those evils. Mr. Holmes
took up a stand, and to-day be is
recognised as one of the Ministers who
did most good, because he put his finger
on the weak-est spot. He found in the
Railway Department this, weakness: want
of responsibility, and want of a business
head. Now I offer the opinion, with due
respect to the railway experts on the
other side of the House, that in the rail-
way officers of this State we have an
expert-a professionally trained expert
with technical knowledge-in our Traffic
Manager, and a man eq ually expert in our
Locomotive Superintendent. It appears
to me that if those two railway experts
work smoothly together, then the manage-
ment should be technically sufficient.
How many more experts do you want
than the man who is in charge of
the traffic branch, and the man in
charge of the locomotive branch ?
Those are the two main branches; on
their efficiency the working of the whole
system depends; and the only additional
requisite would be the business element,
the man who could insist that those two
experts should not ride their professional

bobbies to death, that they should bear
in mind that our railways must he con-
t'olled on business principles, and with
due regard to the financial obligations
incurred. The Leake Government also
knew that the question of a change from
a General Manager to Commissioners had
been frequently discussed in the House.
It had been referred to by several of the
most prominent members; and I believe
I am right in saying now that the great
majority both in this House and in the
country will approve of the appointment
of either one or three Commissioners.
[MRn. DOHERTY: NO.] I say, the great
majority. After those 12 years, what
was to be done? Were we to be vain
enough, like some of the members of the
front O pposition bench, to think we could
do what others could not do after those
12 years had been wasted, to think that tb e
Ministers in charge had been idling away
their time and doing nothing? We were
satisfied that no change could be worse
than the administration of the past, and
that this proposal to appoint Commuis-
sioners offered every chance of being
better.

Mn. DOHE RTY: And you have increased
your working expenses by seven per cent.

TH[E PREMIER: And the Govern-
ment appointed Mr. George. Now that
this debate is drawing to a conclusion,
there seems to be a unanimous opinion
that Mr. George is an admirablv fit man.
There was an attempt to attack his
personal qualifications.

Mn. DOHERTY: On your side.
Tar, PREAMR: Pardon me, on your

side. There was, an attempt to attack
his personal qualifications. My own
opinion has always been that Mr. George
is the man for that position; and I say
witholut hesitation, speaking as Premier
of this State, that within 12 months that
appointment will be recognised as the
best thing the Leake Ministry ever did.

Ma. NANsON: Look up your Hansard.
TiE PREMIEJR: I hope that while

we disagree in politics and have strong
opinions about how Mr. George may have
behaved in relation to political questions,
we shaDl recognise that political difference
has nothing to do with his business
qualifications, and I am ashamed to see
the leader of the Opposition introducing
such an element. I am talking of his
character, and I eay, without exception,
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that every man in this House realises
that above all Mr. George is a thoroughly
upright and honest man. Mr. George
was practically' appointed before I took
office. No doubt I had the iight. as being
Premier, of saying that the appointment
should not be confirned by the Executive
Council. If I had done that, what would
the people of this State have thought of
me, adwhat would they have thought of
Responsible Government?

MRt. J'Acoxty: They would have thought
well of you.

THE PENE MLE: Could I for one
moment think the people of this State
would have me encourage the idea that
you cannot approach a Minister of the
Crown unless you have a contract under
seal? Is not every Minister time after
time approached by members of this
House, or b 'y people outside the House,
when they want things to be done ? If
I gave my promise, or a Minister gave a
promise, and put it into writing, what
would you think of nie, or what would
you think of sjxv Ministry, or of Respon-
sible Government, if the Ministry were to
turn round and say, " It is not under
seal, it is not confirmed by the Executive
Council, and we disown our own word,
disown our own writing"? That would
he the worst possible harmi that could be
done to the State. My bounden duty,
whatever I ma 'y have thought myself, was
to preserve inviolate the written agree-
ment of a Minister of the Crown.

MR. MORAN: You did not always do
that.

Ma. DOHERTY: What about the Judge-
ship last session ?

THE: PREMIER: There may be occa-
sions when Ministers say, " I will give
you something," and then you are
entitled, perhaps, to reconsider it when
they talk about giving, because a gift
like that exacts from the intending
recipient nO obligation ; but where a
man's position has been changed on the
faith of the word of a Minister and on
the faith of an agreement, I say that the
last thing any responsible mnan in this
State. or in any other, should do is to
repudiate that7 and make changes of
government a series of recurrent repudi&-
tious instead of preserving for all time
a continuity of Ministerial responsibility.
I say my position was clear, and I did
not shrink from it. I did not care how

unpopular Mr. George's appointment was
thought to be. I was fortified with the
knowledge that his appointment would
justify itself ; but quite apart from the
question of popularity or unpopularity,
there was the greater question, and that
was to insist that when agreements like
that were made, they should be carried
out.

XMER r: What about Perth Coin-
monage ?

THE PREMIER: That is a gift. I
think there is a great deal of force in the
contention that where you had one
system operating for 12 years, to sud-
denly change it without consulting of
Parliament was somewhat objectionable.

MR. MORAN: That is the principal
objection.

THE PREMIER: There is a good
deal in that. I quite realise the force of
those objections, because although there
is no doublt a strict legal power to make
the appointment under the Act, we must
always bear in mind that when a practice
like that grows up, Parliament should,
perhaps, be consulted.

MR. DOHERTY: No " perhaps " at all.
THE PREMIER: But even under con-

ditions like that, if the thing had
remained in that nebulous state, I should
have had no hesitation in coming down
to the House and saying. " I believe so
strongly in having this appointment that
the Government will stand or fall by it."

MEMBERt: That is a different thing.
THE PREMIER: Perhaps so; but I

want to point out that when we recognise
this, we must realise that the present
debate is about the shadow and not about
the substance. If that is the only
objection, if that is the only point in
controversy, we are devoting the whole
of this time for the purpose of punishing
a Ministry for an offence that cannot be
repealed, a Ministry that is out of exist-
ence' and with what good object ?

MR. MOA: What Ministries have
wee

THE PRE MIER: They want to punish
me for the sins of my predecessor by
putting we out of office.

MR. DOHERTY: Oh, you don't take the
responsibility!I

THE PREMIER: Undoubtedly I take
it.

MR. DOHERTY: Then why shirk. it?
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THE PREMIER: I don't shirk it at
all. What I want to point out is that we
do not want this idle chatter about
assuming responsibility. Men ofbusiness
know there has been aMiisterial change.

Ms. DOHERTY: Don't lose your temper.
THE PREMIER: I am not losing my

temper. We all know there has been a
change, I1 appeal to members whether,
if this is to be a debate on the question
of the exact method of appointment, the
whole of the debate is not upon a shadow
and a departure from the substance, if
we agree that there should be an appoint-
ment, and that Mr. George was one who
should be appointed ?

Ms. Taox=us: We still have the in-
creased rates.

THE PREMIER: The question of
rates, is the second ground of com-
plaint, and this again is really' very
largely like the other. The a-b-c
of railway administration throughout
Australia is that our railways are an
instrument for the development of our
resources and the settlement of our soil,
that above all things, they must be used
for that end and for this purpose; and
whatever our rates may be, whatever may
be the revenue raised, we must never lose
sight of these bed-rock principles. There
is nothing new in them. They have been
commented on in this country and
throughout Australia dozens of times.
They represent no new discovery, as
pretended by the Opposition. They
must be the dominant principles. But
members must really go farther than
that. To talk of mere dominant prin-
ciples like that will not enable one to
form any tariff ; you want a more
practicable basis. We say the basis
should be that our railways should
primd fiace earn working expenses,
interest, and allow for depreciation. But
whilst that should be the priml facie
amount, we ask that the railways shall
earn the amount charged upon the whole
of the tariff aggregated, not taking out,
as the mover of the amendment would
suggest one particular line and giving it
special privileges because it pays well,
or one particular class of traffic because
that pays well.

MR. MoRAN: The Minister for Rail-
ways Says that.

THE PREMIER: I think not. We
ought not to adopt that method, but

taking the railways as a whole, that
should primd facie be the amount
realised by the tariff ; a. fair rate which
may result in a profit should none the
less on account of that profit be con-
tinued; but there should be no unfair
rate, even if the rate imposed results in
a loss. I am not one of those who think
that because you place upon a, certain
article a fair rate which realises a
profit, you must cut the profit off,
nor am I one of those who think
that you should impose an unfair
rate, because otherwise you might have
to face a, loss on a particular item.
These are the two questions to be con-
sidered. Whether a rate is fair or not.
or is unfair or not, should to a large
extent be kept in view. We need to
realise, and we cannot refuse to do so,

i that the railway administration of the
past has not been satisfactory. It needs
to be put right. That is the object we
ought to have in view, and to realise
that it cannot be done in six months or
in twelve months. The country will not
have the hon. member for the Murchison
(Mr. Nauson), so they must deal with
ordinary members who sit on the Minis-
terial benches. The late rates needed
revision. There was no allowance for
depreciation in the old expenditure. We
know, too, thatthe old revenue uponwhich

Iso much comment has been made were
influenced to a very great extent by the
very large amount of loan money which
had been used to make up rolling-stock
deficiencies. We had before us the rail-
way report of 1900-1, which was a report
to a responsible Minister, showing the
need of having some increase, and that
was before Parliament and had been
considered. This increase therefore is
not as if it were something the Leake
Government had suddenly conceived and

I brought forward, but it has been dis-
cussed; it has been pointed out as being
necessary by the responsible railway
authorities. We find from our estimates
for 1901-2 that if the old rates were
continued, they would give £1,409,000,
while the new rates will give approxi-
mately £1,600,000, and that X1,600,000
does not allow for reductions that have
already* been intimated by myself, and of
which I spoke in the Town Hall. Let
me say that a great deal of discussion
that has taken place in this debate
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has really been irrelevant so far as
agricultural rates are concerned, be-
cause I mentioned on taking office that
I thought some reduction ought to be
made in those rates, and it was on the
suggestion of Mr. ]iingsmill I made
that recommendation, because he himself
was considering a. suggestion for reducing
them. There is another matter, too.
We propose-as already indicated -- to
make some reduction on agricultural
produce; and we have already considered
and decided upon areduction of the rate on
explosives. We have already considered
and agreed upon a, hack freight for ores
at any price that will pay. As long as it
will pay to bring ores back, we shagl
bring them back; but we do not drag
this proposal forward and let it be
thought we are putting it forward to
secure votes. It is carrying out a prin-
ciple which I advocated at the Tomn Hall,
and which must be kept in mind by any-
one occupying the position of Premier.
We must constantly watch the railways,
and wherever we can remove an unfair
burden we ought to remove it, and not
wait until the position becomes critical,
but remove that burden as soon as we
possibly can. We propose to deal with
an inequality whenever it crops up. If
we are impressed with the opinion that
there is an inequality, and we can remove
it, we shall be glad to do so; but we shall
always keep before us that we have prinui
facie to produce working expenses, in-
terest, and allowance for depreciation.
These will he the main principles, con-
trolled only by this, that no unfair rates
shall be imposed and no fair rates shall
be reduced. At all times we shall try to
impose fair rates; no more and no less.

Mn. DOHERTY: What about the
timber?

THE PREMIER: It strikes me in this
way, that so far as railway rates are con-
cerned, the only attack that can be made
on any Government is one based upon
principle. Surely this House cannot for
one moment arrogate to itself the right
to discuss the whole tariff, taking out
item by item and bringing it forward on
the floor of the House for discussion?
The only attack that can be made is, I
say, an attack upon principle. Does the
House agree or disagree with the prin-
ciples I have enunciatedP Do members
think these principles right or wrong P I

believe I am right in saying these prin-
ciples will at all events meet with the
entire approval of the member for West
Perth (Mr. Moran), who agrees with us
that :primd faxle the tariff should produce
the amount indicated; and if we agree on
this principle, that is the main point.
What else really is there in dispute
for us as a Parliament to consider P
Are we going to turn ourselves into a
committee-of-the-whole for the purpose
of cons idering the new rates Now,
reference has been made-I really think
this is irrelevant to the question-to the
increased cost of living occasi-'ned by
these rates. But we find no indication
of that. There have been no indignation
meetings held in Perth or on the gold-
fields. There is no trace of such meetings.
Depend upon it, if the increased burdens
imposed by this tariff were so galling as
has been suggested, we should have had
the resulting dissatisfaction loudly voiced.

MR. TAYLOR:' It has been, on the
goldfields.

THE PREMIER: I am informed now
that it has been loudly voiced on the
fields. So far as I can gather fromi my
responsible Minister, that is not the case;
nor, as a6 matter of fact, could it well be
the case. Let me test the question. I
asked the Government Statistician to let
me know what the Western Australian
drink bill is, in order that I might see to
what extent that consumption has been
influenced by the increased rates. That is
the best test. [Several interjections.]
Now we shall see what the effect has been
on the drink bill.

MR. THOMAS: There is the food bill as
well.

THE PREMIER: Let us see now how
the drink bill has been affected. Let us
consider whether people who can afford
to spend so much money in drink are so
fearull~oppressed.

MR. HARPER: Rear, hear,
Mu. EOPKNS: The people do act all

drink.
THE PREMIER: I admit they do not

all drink. Therefore, the averages reduce
the extreme cases.

MR. THOMAs: That argument was
used at thbe beginning of last session.

THE PREMIER:- A, good argument
will always bear -repetition.

Mu. THOMAS: - It was exploded last
session.

Addreso.in-repk. [29 JULY, 1902.)
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THE PREMIER:- No member better
emphasises the principle that a good
argument will hear repetition than the
member for Dundas himself. If we
take the total consumption per head of
mean population, %he consumption of
spirits is 1-48 gallons, of winel11)1gallons
-Mn. JACOBY:- Hear, hear] - of
beer 25,13 gallons. Per adult male of
the population for the whole of the State
the consumption of spirits-and this is
astonising-is .3-62 gallons, of wine 3 48
-[MR. HoPKINS:- How much is that per
day;-] -and of beer 61 '56 gallons. These
figures, of course, are for 1901. If we
assume, now, that the consumption on
the goldfields is mainly by the male
adults-and this applies to the coastal1
districts as well-assuming that the male
adult on the fields drinks as much as the
male adult here, and estimating on the
basis of the retail prices on the goldfields
-Ma. Hopgrvis: We have to pay a
shilling a, drink, therej-it will be found,
on a rough calculation, that the drink
bill on the Eastern Goldfields amounts to
over £800,000 a year!

Ma. MonAsq: That is a splendid thing
for your revenue. U.nobel MTHE PREMIER:. nobel.M
Treasurer has considered that. Taking
the coastal prices, that amount of £800,000
will be about A470,000.

MR. HOPKINS: Is that for a similar
population ?

THEs PREMI[ER: The amount, of eight
hundred thousand odd pounds is based,
of course, on goldfields prices, and the
amount of four hundred and seventy
odd thousand pounds is based on coastal
prices,

Ma. HOPKINS: What has that to do
with the railway rates ?

THE PREMIER: What I submit is
that when we find there have been practi-
cally no indignation meetings either in
Perth or on the goldfields---

Mn. T H oHI AS:- The Government
squelched themi.

THE PREMIER: When we find that
two indignation meetings which were
called were attended by less than 20
persons in each case-

MR. Tnons: They were thoroughly
representative.

Ths PREMIER: And finally, when
we turn to the hest teat and discover that
people suffering so gkievously in Perth

iand on the goldfields can consume such
an enormous quantity of liquor, how can
it be said that the railway rates press
unduly on the consumers either on the

Igoldields or elsewhere ?
MR. DOHERTY: A very poor argument.

Is it the best you can bring forward?
Mn. MOANm: Some drink themselves

to death.
ME. Hopxigss: What about the indus-

tries in the interior ?
THE PREMIER:- I put this forward

as an argument showing that there cannot
be the distress which has been alleged. I
canl find no indication of that distress.

Ma. THOMHAs: I know of one goldfield
resident who sent his wife and famnily to
te coast, and saved his house-rent on the

thea bill alone.
THE PREMIER: None of the members

who have addressed themselves to the
question here have shown that such
distress exists. Opposition members give
no data to prove the alleged distress.
Surely, if it exist they can find abun-
dant data to show that the increased rates
are having so disastrous an effect. But
hon. members do not produce data: they

simpl make bald statements. And when
it is pointed out that boarding-house
rates on the goldfields have not been
increased, and that the enormous con-
sumption

Mn. HOPKINS: Boarding-house rates
have gone up.

[Several interjections.]
THE PREMIER: A novel suggestion

Iwas made by the leader of the Opposition,
that the railway rates mustuot beincreased
until the administration is in perfect
order. He said, "You should not charge
increased rates until your administration
is all in order.? But who is to test that. F
Who is to test whether the administration
is in perfect orderP Does the hon.
member, after reading through sundry
reports of private railways and burning

temidnight oil over the subject, know
of one railway which enjoys perfect
sadministration-that is to say, adminis-
tration perfect in the eyes of those who
pay freights ? Can the bon. inember tell
me one? I repeat, who is to be-the judge?
And yet a responsible member puts for-
ward in all seriousness the argument that
you should never increase your rates until
you have given entire satisfaction to those
who use your railway.

[ASSEMBLY.1 Rfth day-
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MR. JAcoBY: Reduce workring expenses.
THE PREMIER: It is said, "You

must reduce Your working expenses to a
satisfactory basis." [OPPOSITION MEM-
BERS: Rfear, hear.] And who would be
the judge of that satisfactory basis?
The question will arise, who is to judge?
[OPPOSITION MEMBER: The percentage.]
Bow can the percentage possibly decide
it ? The question has to be decided.

MR. MORAN: Ask the member for
cue.

THE PREMIER: Certain members
maintain that there must be no increase
in rates until the administration has
been perfected. But there is no such
thing as perfect administration; and it is
no argument to say that we should not
venture to increase our railway rates
until our working cost has been so greatly
reduced that ours is the most cheaply
worked system in the world. That,
indeed, is one of the most astonishing
theories I have ever heard put forward.
I submit our duty is plain. When we
find there is need for increased rates
under existing administration, although
we should never slacken our efforts to
improve administration, we certainly
ought to) require that those who use the
railway' s shall par increased rates. That
is the general principle. On the other
hand, I freely admit that increased rates
should be imposed with the utmnost care
and the utmost caution. I submit, how-
ever, that on the principle involved
in the imposition of increased rates, this
House should have no hesitation in
giving support to the present Government.
There are far more important questions,
after all, than the appointment of Mr.
George and the increase in railway rates.
One more important question is, are we
going to have one session of settled gov'-
erment in this State? In May last we
had the Throssell Government; in June
we had the TLeake Government; in
November we bad the Morgans Govern-
meat; in December we had the Leake
Government; and in July we have the
James Government. Are we now going
to have three weeks of Nanson GOr-
erment, with again six months of James
Government? (Laughter.) What is to
be the end of it? What is the country
to think of us?

[Several interjections.]

MR. DOHERT: We want the country
to settle the question.

THE PREMIER: What did the country
send us here for ?

MR. DOHERTY: The country did not
send us here to appoint George.

THE PREMIER: To attend to its
work or to waste time? The country
sent us here for work, and not for idle
chatter; to deal with principles, and not
with glorified quibbles; to put the time
at our disposal to some practical use by
clearing off the arrears of legislation ; to
pass a. measure of constitutional amend-
ment, and then return to the country.
That is what we want to do; that is what
the Government want to have a chance of
doing. I say, without hesitation, that of
all things the country wants, stability of
government is the first, and that members
should shut their eyes and ears to the
empty turmoil and clatter of party Bad
party cries. On vital principles, they
should most certainly reserve the right of
expressing dissent at all times from the
action of the Government in power; but
on any question less than vital, they
should at all times consider whether, on
the whole, the men out of office will prove
more satisfactory than those in office. If
hion. members will bear that in mind, we
Shall secure that stability of government
which is of far more importance. to the
community than the question whether
Mr. Nanson is leader of the Government
or whether I am.

MR. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): I
would like to correct one or two erroneous
Impressions, particularly in regard to the
influence created on the Eastern Gold-
fields by raising the railway rates. The
Premier, in the course of his remarks,
has dealt, following the Minister for
Railways, most effectively with the ques-
tion;- but the result remains that there
has been an increase in the rates. I
would like to say, with regard to the
imposition of the rates, that I do not
think they are such as are likely to be
imposed to the satisfaction of the country
b~y any single person who has had any
experience on the question. The leader
of the Opposition, in moving the amend-
ment to the Address, I think was per-
forming a duty which the Opposition are
expected to carry out-that of criticising
any propositions of the Government
when these conflict with public testimony.
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We are forced into the position tbat
while we are constrained to offer our con-
denation of the existing rates, and to
some extent the railway policy, to ac-
knowledge that the circumstances which
have led to the increase in the working of
the railways have been brought about by
bad management. In some countries it
would have been accepted that in a run
of 400 miles into the interior of a,
country the staff stations should have
been situated as they were originally
placed along the line, 40 or 50 miles apart.
But the rolling-stock was not sufficient
for the requirements of the country, and
the staff stations along the Eastern Gold-
fields line were brought down to 25 miles
apart. Still portions of the line were
duplicated and these staff stations were
made only 14 or 15 miles apart, and at
the present time, if anyone looks at the
time-table, they will see that there are
staff stations existing on that railway
of 400 miles into the desert every
four or five miles apart. That is an
abiolute indication of the wanton ex-
travagance which has charaeterised the
past administration of the depart-
ment. It is evident that every time at
staff station has been opened it has had
to be equipped, which means a great
expenditure. In the Eastern States, one
of the last things which the management
considers is to open new staff stations,
because it does not mean only the
employment of one set of men, but7 there
have to be three shifts employed at
each of the stations. The result is, the
piling up of expenses from beginning to
end. I question whether it is right
that the duplications which are going on
should be carried out from the vote for
" Improvements and additions to opened
lines." At the present time the improve-
ments to opened lines, are carried out
from money obtained from. revenue, and
every now and again we find two or three
duplications being made at the vanious
sidings. By and by it will not be a
question for Parliament to say whether
the lines shall be duplicated or not,
because all that the authorities will have
to do will be to take up the ends of the
duplications and join them, and the line
will be duplicated and the question will
never come before Parliament. I take
exception to that system. With regard
to the late Minister for Railways, he said

I in regard to some of the public meetings
Iwhich were called at Kalgoorlie that prob-
ably the small number of people who
attended was due to the inclemency of the
weather, and therefore the meetings were
not a success. The fact of the matter is
this. With that marvellous capacity
'which the late leader of the Rouse had,
he took an opportunity of announcing,

Iwhen the -rates were imposed, that the
Goverament bad no i Iea of receding from

i the position taken up, nor would any
Government which followed do so.

Mn. THOMwAs: The Premier refused to
receive a deputation from the goldfields.

YR. HOPKINS:- That is so. These
persons have become accustomed to this
process of taxation, which is unfair and
unjust, and, as in the past, they hasve
accepted the inclemency of the Govern-
ment in this matter. The suburban rail-

I way freights have been reduced, and this
brings about a loss of £25,000, of which
amountt X28, 000 would have been collected
from the people in the metropolitan
districts. I do not know if it was the
right policy for these people, who never
have paid any freights on the goods they
use, on the toolse which they have handled,
or the clothes they wear, to have their
freights reduced, and that the amount
should have been handed on to the people
in the interior who, in the past., have
bad to pay excessive railway rates, and,
in addition, have had to pay on every
commodity consumed, onall the machinery
used, and on the clothes they wear, and
the articles which have to be handled by
them. They have to pay sufficient profit
to the Railway Department to enable
that department to pay dividends on all
the railway lines in the (euntry whic~h do
not pay. If a merchant establishes
branc hes of hi s busi ness in different parts
of the State, he looks to eacha of those
branches to pay its own way. If it does
not do so, he closes it. Not long ago
the country authorise the construction
of the Boulder-Browni Hill loop line.
Only the other day, at a public meeting,
the Minister for Railways announced
that the cost of the line was 6s. per train
mile, whereas it was producing a revenue
of about Is. Gd.; yet we do not see any
effort made to curtail the trains run on
that line. This is another imposition
heaped on the peu'ple of the Eastern
Goldfields, ond the time has arrived when
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the question as far as possible of each
railway line being kept separate, should
be brought about; and if there is any
deficit in the revenue of that line, it should
be made good from the consolidated
revenue, instead of taking money from
one p)art of the railway system to make
good a deficiency caused in another.

Yn. MORN --: The accounts are all kept
separate.

MR.. THOMAS:- Not in detail.
MnP. HOPKINS:. The next thing I

wish to speak about is in connection with
the appointment of a, board of Commis-
sioners, and to sowe extent I agree with
what the Premier has said on tbat point.
Matters are in a chaotic condition, they
are going from bad to worse, until receutly
they have got into such a shocking state
that it is; evident something had to hap-
pen. Out of that chaos the country was
seeking that something better should be
brought. about, and I am prepared to pin
my faith to a board of Railway Commis-
sioners. When it was appointed I had
hoped the appointments would have been
those of men highly skilled in railway
administration. Thie present manage'-
ment. has, to a certain extent, forfeited
the respect of the community. Had the
Government done as I have suggested,
the railways would have been placed in a.
better position than they are to-day. I
contend that the Government should have
appointed experts who, if they went into
a. railway workshop, or into a shunting
yard or the signalling branch, or into
any branch of the department, would
have been ale to say whether the
administration was being cardied out in an
able and efficient manner, and whether
the duties performed by the members of
the staff were being done on the latest
and most up-to-date principles. For that
reason I had hoped that some better
appointment would have been made than
the one that has been received with some
degree of astonishment throughout the
country. We are in this position in
regard. to that apoint went, that we
have to consider the proposals embraced
in the Speech of His Excellency the
Governor. There are ove'r 20 proposals
in that Speech; and if for example
we voted against the Government and
brought about a change, it would really
result in the Opposition being called on
to form an Administration, and to pro-

mutigate a policy which, at the least,
should meet with our approbation to a
greater extent than the policy of the pre-
sent Government. Now, if it so happened
that the present Governme nt were defeated
and hon. members opposite were asked to
form an Administration, would the for-
mation of that new Government insure
the removal of Mr. George?

MR. M ORANX: Yes; so farxa our leader
(Mr. Nanson) is concerned.

Mn. HOPKINS: Then the introduc-
tion of the new Government means a
reduction in the railway rates ?

MR. NANSON: UndCoubtedly.
MR. HOPKINS: And the Esperacee

Railway ? (Laughter.) And the abo-
lition of the food duties, and the removal
of the sliding scale? [SEVE9RAL MEN-
Elts: Hear, hear.) And a satisfactory

amendment of the Constitution Act P
(OPPOSITION Mxiwnuas : Yes.) Hon.
members say yes. I wish 1 could believe
it. I do not Suppose they undertake to
pin their colours to every proposition
included in that Speech, but I have no
doubt they will to the major portion of
it. Speaking my own sentiments, I think
it would have been preferable had the
Government Simply met the House and
thrown upon the table the arnendineust of
the Constitution Act, and after allowing
the House to discuss that, appealed to the
people. However, the discussion of other
matters cannot he altogether avoided;
and in connection-with our railway achnin-
istration, a, matter for serious considera-
tion is the remarkable falling off in the
value per ton of the ore being willed on
the Eastern Goldfields during the last five
years, from something like X9 10s. to
£C4 5s. That is a remarkable diminu-
tion in the profits of the companies;
and therefore the present cannot reason-
ably he accepted as a Suitable time for
the imposition of increased railway rates.
The iueniber for Sussex (Mr. Yelverton)
was, I think, quoting from Shakespeare;
and if I remember, he was quoting
incorrectly. He might have gone farther,
andalte red Shakespeare to read,"'Whether
it is nobler to cast our votes against the
Government, and by opposing it to die,
perchance to dream, and in that dream to
see another Government bequeathing
greater shocks than the present combina-
tion can ever make us heirs to."

MR. DoHERTY: Say that over again.
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Ma. THOMAS: Do you think that ie
possible ?

MR. HOPKINS:- Well, it remains to
be seen. I have no doubt the member
for Dundas will see fit, in the course of a.
very brief period, to change his seat in
the House during this session. If he do,
lie will only be following out the policy
he has previously inaugurated. A Com-
mission has been appointed to reorganise
and reclassify the Public Service, and
that Commission is, I think, very essential,
unless Ministers were satisfied that they
themselves had the time at their disposal
to bring about those changes and that
retrenchment necessary, in order that the
official class which has been so long
cherished with emoluments and privileges
ought, in the future, discharge at least a,
portion of the disabilities and bordens
pressing so heavily on the people of this
state.

MR. CoNOR: Then why did you not
vote for that procedure ?

MR. HOPKINS:- I should have been
much pleased to vote for any proposition
which would bring about a betterment in
the present state of affairs; but I am
satisfied that the Premier is seised of one
desire--to do the best he can in the
interests of the country.

MIR, MORAN: So is everybody else.
MR. CONNOR. Are not you?
MR. HOPK INS : Probably we all are;

but I say we are in a position where it is
perhaps just as well that the present
Government should remain in office. And
I believe if members on the front Oppo-
sition bench were asked to express an
opinion, they would be almost willing to
withdraw the amendment. I do not
think they desire any change of Govern-
ment at the present time.

MR. CON NOR: They desire a change in
the administration of the railways.

MR. HOPE INS: While I have good
reasons for condemning certain matters
connected with the railway policy, I do
not thi nk I should be justified at present in
bringing about a change of Government.
I do not think it right that a man. should
be called on to form an Administration
one day, and on the next to promulgate a
policy which would meet the require-
ments of the country. But I do think,
after a Minister has been in power, and
has had the advantage of the opinions of
expert officials, that the expert officials

*of a great public service, together with
Ministers, ought to be able to promulgate
a, policy which would meet with the
respect not of this House only, but of the
people.

Ma,. H. TEESDALE SMITH
(Wellington) : There is one thing which
must strike hon. members more than
another-the divergence of opinion in the
Opposition. On the one hand, there is
the member for West Perth (Mr. Moran)
giving it as his opinion that the appoint-
nient of Mr. George is the most uncon-
stitutional act ever perpetrated in this
State. On the other hand, there is the
member for the Williams (Hon. F. H.
Piesse) saying that it is quite constitu-
tional, and that the Government are well
within their rights in making that
appointment. [Mit. DOHERTY: Even
lawyers differnj I think also the member
for Cue (Mr. Illingworth) has proved to
the House that in making this appoint-
meuttlie Government were acting rightly.
I differ from the members for the
Williams and for Cue as to the desirable-
ness of appointing Commissioners to take
charge of the railways. f remember
years ago, when Commissioners were
appointed in New South Wales, in Vic-
toria, and in South Australia, that the
difference made in the conduct of the
ra]]Iways was very considerable, and
warranted every fair-thinking man in
saying that the appointments were
justified.

MR. ILLlNGWORTH: They were all
right until political influence came in.

Ma. TEESDAL~E SMITH: If Com-
missioners are troubled with political
influence, what. is the position of the
Ministerial head ? He is surrounded by
members of Parliament, every one of
whom is trying to get some patronage in
connection with the railways. Are we to
follow the example of Tasmania, whish
has never tried the system of Railway
Oommnissioners, and where the deficit,

yain and year out, amounts to about
tl11O,OOO, which has to be wade up out
of general revenue i I say, surely it is far
better for us to follow New South Wales,
where Commissioners have proved such a
great success.

Ma. CoNNoR: What about the other
Statese

Ma. TEESDALE SMITH: In the
other State,, I say Commissioners were
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to a certain extent a great success; but
the Ministers of the day, wishing to get
control of the railways so that they could
acquire cheap popularity, did away with
the Railway Commnissioners.

Mu., CoNNou: The hon. member
is quite wrong.

Mu. TE~ESDALE SMITH: And in
my opinion, by doing away with the
Railway Commissioners, they did great
harm to the States ofd Victoria and South
Australia. What is the position of those
States to-day without CommissionersP
There are deficits in both of them, and
there have been deficits ever since the
Commissioners were done away with.

Ma. Conoa : There were greater
deficits when the Commissioners were
there.

Mu, TEESDATLE SMITH: The
deficits are greater to-day than ever
beore.

Mu. hLLIawouTa: - The deficits were
created under Commissioners.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH:- I do
not agree with that statement at all. I
think the mnember for West Perth is
wrong in his view of the constitutional
question, and that it will be shown and
can be proved that the member for the
Williams and the member for Cue are
wrong in their opinions with reference to
the appointment of Commissioners. The
member for West Perth (Mr. Moran)
says our railways should he the best
paying railways in the world, because of
their cheapness in construction. If he
would only look at it from an expert
point of view be would know that is the
very reason why they aie so expensive to
work.

MR. Oonnrou.: Then they are no good?
MR. TEESDALAE SMITH: They are

good to a. certain extent, but there is no
doubt that if you build cheap railways
with nasty rails, you have to put up
with the consequence, which is that you
are continually renewing, altering, and
making good deficiencies which should
never have existed.

MR. DonuaRTY: Smith & Timms built
some of them.

Mu. PinEs: They were built accord-
ing to contract.

Mu. DOHERTY: Oh!
Mu. TE ESDALE SMITH:- If these

railway lines had been built with proper
grade, heavier rails, and proper sleepers,

the cost of maintenance of them to-day
would not have been half what it is.
Anyone who has travelled between here
and the goldfields will know that the
amount of dust and dirt that collects
must have a very detrimental effect on
the rolling - stock. The member for
Sussex (Mr. Yelverton) has shown con-
elusively, I think, that the great expense
and the great loss and leakage are in
the Mechanical Engineer's branch; and
this is accounted for by the wear and the
tear.

HON. F. H. Pisen: Bad manage-
ment,

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The hon.
member says bad management. I say

Iwithout fear of contradiction that the
IMechanical Engineer of this State is as
igood as any in Australia, and. his Works
IManager is second to none in Australia,
But it is impossible, in my opinion, to
cope with the wear and tear which take
place through the faulty ballast in this
State. The member for the Williams
(Hon. F. H. Piesse) states distinctly that

Fa, Commissioner is not necessary, and
that a political bead is quite sufficient.

IWhy did not he, when he was head of
this department, insist upon a better grade
and heavy rails being used in the con-
struction of these railways ?

HoN. Y. H1. PiussE: The plans were
adopted before my tine.

Mt. TEESDA-LE SMITH: I think
the member for the Williams was not
fair in making the statement he did the
other evening, as to the Ministers dupli-
cating the line from here to Northamn.
The cost of duplicating the line from
here to Northam. would be very consider-
able, amounting in my opinion to very
nearly £800,000. If the grades on the
line from Northam, to Mensies had been
lowered froml one in sixty to one in a.
hundred they would have got 50 per cent.
more efficienc out of their locomotives,
and I think this would not have cost
more than £2100,000. There are, at the
present time, sidings every six or seven
miles, and each siding costs about £800
per annum to keep, or put the whole at
£6,000, which would pay sinking fund
on £160,000 a year; half the amount
which the member for the Williams says
the Government should have expended

i in duplicating the line from Midland
I Junction to Northam.
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11ev. F. H3. Pi~ssE: The hon. member
mentioned Menzies.

Mu. TEESDALJE SMITH: The hon.
member said the Government should have
duplicated the line from Midland Junc-
tion to Northam. I say that if the grades
had been lowered between Menzies and
Northam, the Government would have
saved .£6,000 a6 year, or 4 per cent. on
X160,000. I do not blame the hon.
member for having made these alterations,
because under the circumstances I do not
suppose it occurred to him or that be
knew it was necessary or would be an
advantage; but it proves to me that
having a political head to look after the
railways is not the success that it is
cracked up to be.

MR. Donrn: Who cracked it up?
MR. TEESDAJJE SMITH: A recent

Minister. In reference to the railway
rates, there has been considerable discus-
sion, and there have been glances cast at
me by the member for Sussex (Mr.
Yelverton), iho cannot see how I am
going to justify myself as the manager
of a timber comnpany and yet support a
Government that would put up these
railway rates.

Ma. Ooyv~ou: You are in favour of the
nise, then?

Ma.. TEESDALE SMITH: I was
bitterly opposed to a former Minister for
Railways, and I had made up my mind
to, if it were possible, annihilate him
from political existence. With that pur-
pose in view. I sent over to the other side
to obtain the latest i-ate book for South
Australia, Victoria, and New South
Wales.

MR. YxLvwrTow: That was after you
went over to the other side.

MR. TEESDAL~E SMITH: I find
that the prices they pay for the carriage
of timber per 100 miles in New South
Wales are 8s. 4d., 9s. 9d., l4s. 712d.. and
15s. VA. per ton, giving an avenage of
about 12s.; in Victoria, per 100 miles
they pay 8s. 4d. and 10s.; South Aus-
tralia, per 100 miles £1 7s.; Western
Australia, 10s. 3d. per ton. In New
South Wales for 400 miles they pay.£1
5a., £1 6s. 8d., £2, and £2 6s. 3d.; in
Victoria, .£1 Is. and X2; in South Aus-
tralia. where they have a smaller gauge,
Sft. 6in., £4 8s. 3d ; Weste rn Australia,
£1 58. 3d., this being only 3d. per ton
more than in New South Wales with its

splendid system of heavy rails sand 4ft.
Slin. gauge. With that evidence before
me, I say I would not be fair-minded if I
condemned the Minister for bringing the
rates up to something near the mark of
the other railways. As far as I am per-
sonally concerned. I do not think the rate
is one that cannot he borne by the timber
industry. It is well known that I am
embarking in the timber industry, not-
withstanding these rates. I concur with
the member for West Perth in saying
that the timber industry is second in
importance amongst the industries of
Western Australia. If the timber in-
dustry can expect its timber to be carried
at a very low radte, why not every other
industry in the State ?

MR. YELVERTON: You are a farmer
now. You are not a timber man.

MR. TEESDALJE SMITH: 1 am
talking at present about timber. I am
talking of remarks made by the member
for West Perth in the most eloquent
address I have heard in this House. If
I could only follow in his footsteps, I
should feel satisfied, and I feel convinced
that I should even beat the member for
Sussex.

MR. DoHERTY: Bring your agricul-
tural rates down.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH: The mem-
ber for West Perth in dealing with
this subject did not mention any
product except timber, and as I am
more particularly interested in timber
than anything else, I took this par-
ticular item. If the Minister who fixed
these rates finds at the end of the
year that, they are not necessary, probal -ly
he will be only too glad to reduce them
to the old scale, or even lower. Mv own
belief is that if the grades were reduced,
and the rails increased to an ordinary
fair~working size-that is to say, if they
were made 50 per cent. bigger than they
are at present-and if suitable loco-
motives were obtained, the rates instead
of being increased might be reduced by
25 or 30 per cent.

MR. THomas: As a practical railway
man, can you explain the enormous
increase in tbe cost of working?

Ma. TEESDALJE SMITH : I have
tried to show that the increase is due to
wear and tear in the rolling-stock, and to
the mechanical department. The member
for Sussex (Mr-. Yelverton) 'has shown
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to-night that our traffic and permanent
way are practically on a par with those
in the Easterni States ; so that the balance
represented by the locomotive department
must be heavy in the extreme. I ihink
members on the Opposition side must be
indeed obtuse if they cannot see valid
reasons for the appointment of Mr.
George as Commissioner of Railways.
What more do they want than a man
who is admitted to be absolutely honest,
to possess all the energy-

MR. DoHieRTY -Honest, did you say ?
Mn. TEESDALE SMITH:- Yes.
MR. DonnanY: You just ask the

member for East Fremnantle (Mr. Holmes)
as to that,

MR. TEESDAIJE SMITH: I have
heard every member on the Opposition
side of the House pronounce Mr. George
absolutely honest. He is undoubtedly a
man of unbounded energy-, of a high
degree of enthusiasm, and a great range
of caaity. What more do hon. members
askinM man to take charge of our rail-
waysP Do they want an. expert?

OPPOSITION MEMBERs: 'Yes.
MfL. TEESDAtE SMITH: I shall put

that matter to the test. In what respect
do hon. members want the mana~er of
our railway system to be an expert? Is
he to be an expert in mechanical engi-
neering, or in civil engineering, or in
traffic management?

Mn. CoMwox: An expert in general
maniagement.

Mn. TEE SDALE SMITH: It takes a
mn a lifetime to become an expert in
either civil or mechanical engineering, or
in traffic management.

MR CoNNoRt: Or in polities.
MR. TEESDALE SMITH:- And yet

hon. members want Mr. George to be
three experts in one. In my opinion, the
Ministry have done right in appointing
Mr. George one of three -Commissioners.
He is supposed to be equal, even in the
eyes of the Opposition, to a third of a
man.

Mn. Doanun: If Mr. George is the
third of a man, he is a tailor.

Mu. CONNOR: Who are the other two
Commissioners to be? Are we to ha-ve
some more political appointments?

Mu. TEESDALJE SMITH: Possibly.
I am after one mysMtlf. Can anyone
maintain that the member for Dundas
(Mr. Thomas) is not an expert mining

engineer, because he cannot go down a,
shaft and ume a pick, a shovel, or a drill
as well as his miner? Cannot the hodl.
member impose checks and secure
administration such as stamip him one of
the most capable mine managers in the
State?9 And so with Mr. George. I
take it that gentleman's administration
wilt be such as will cope not only with
the requirements of the traffic and the
mechanical departments, but also, with
those of the engineering department.
With the assistance of two other Com-
missioners who will be appointed to help
him, he will, in my opinion, prove-

Mn. CONNOR: There will be a vacancy
in Wellington soon.

Mu. TEESDALE SMITH: I believe
the result of M1r. George's appointment
will be such as is little ex pected in certain
parts of this House. Perhaps hon.
members demand that a man in Mr.
George's position shall have been a
cleaner, or a porter, or an invoice clerk
all his life. What has Mr. George been?

Ma. MoRAN :A " greaser."
MR. TEESDALE SMITH: I have

known Mr. George for many years, and I
say without hesitation that not am member
of this House is a patch on Mr. George
so far as administration and the handling
of men are concerned. What more is
wanted? The man is honest and capable.

MR. DOHERTY: We do not want a
pateh; we want a whole suit.

MR. TEE SDALJE SMITH: Perhaps
Mr. George's dealings with the railways
won't suit the hon. member interjcting.
The member for West Perth (Mr.
Moran) dealt -with the Ministry as a
whole, and referred to the two latest
additions as the new head and the new
tail. The head is admitted to be a
most capable, honest, and straight-going
man. As for the tail, Ithink it will be
owned that he is an endeavourer ;
perhaps not a Christian endeavo'urer, but
an endeavourer still. Mly opinion on the
body' of the Ministry is as follows. The
member for Guildford (Hon. C. H.
Rason), as Minister for Works and
Railways, has shown himself a6 Most
capable administrator. No one in this
House was more bitter than myself
against that gentleman when he left the
Oppiosition side; but I admit, on seeing
the manner of his administration, I was
forced to the conclusion that he is a most
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capable man and has made a first-class
Minister.

Mi. Comwoft: And therefore you fol-
lowed him across.

MR. TEESDALE SMITH; The mem-
ber for Menales (Hon. H. Gregory) has
always been regarded as a thoroughly
efficient administrator, and I think the
same can be said of the Minister for
Lands (Hon. A. Jameson). -

Ma. CoNwoR:- Do not forget the
Colontial Secretary.

Mi. DoHiERTY:- What about the new
board for the harbour worksP

Mat. TEESDALE SMITH: I shall
deal weith the Colonial Secretary (Hon.
W, Kingemill). That gentleman has
been blamed on both Sides of the
House on the score that he would not
do anything or could not do anything-
that he could not say yes or no. Then,
when the hon. gentleman does take a
step, and a step in the righbt direction, it
is mean and paltry on the part of Oppo-
sition memnbers to refuse him their
support. I do not intend to refuse him
mine.

Amendment (Mr. Nanson's) put, and
a division taken with the following
result:

Ayes
Noes

-. 14
.. 29

Majority against

Ares.
Mr. Atkins
Mr. Botcher
Mr. Connor
Mr. Dohert
Mr. Haper
Mr. Moran
Mr. Nanson
Mr. O'Connor
Mr. Piesse
Mr. Pigot
Mr. quinlan
Mr. Thomas
Mr. Yelverton
Mr. Jacoby (ratter).

.. 15
NoES.

Mr. Lbsglish
Mr. Diamond
Mr. Ewing
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gardiner
Mr. Gordon
Mr:Gnoj
Mr.agt
Mr.Ilha
Mr. aoi nau
Mr. Holmes
Mr. Hopkins
Mr. Huicdnson
Mr. ligot
Mr. James
Mr. Job uson
Mx. KingsmiUl
Mr. McDonald
Mr. Monger
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Purris
Mr. Rason

Mr. Smith
Mr. Stone
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Wallace (Teller).

Amendment thus negatived, and the
man question again stated by MR.
SPEAKER.

Ou motion by MR. MORAN, debate
adjourned until the next day.

ADJOURNMENT.
The El onse adjourned at 11 -22 o'clock,

until the next day.

Lcgiutatibc se bp
Wednesday, 301h.July, 1.902.

Papers Removed from Table - Papers presented-
question: Sleeper ifewers, delay in payment-
Qudetion: Espernace Harbour, Charts-Question:

edral igh Comuiissioner-Question: Land Act
Amendment (Eoulder)-Question: Accidents on
Goldfelds, bow reported -Leave of Absence-

-Adjournment.sihda

Tas SPEAKER took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

RAYERnS.

PAPERS REMOVED FROM TABLE.
THiE SPEAKER:- I wish to mention

to hon. members that I should be glad if
they would replace any papers they may
take from the table. Last night, the
agreement with Mr. George was taken
off the table, and it, cannot now be found.
I do not know whether any hon. member
has it in his possession; but if so, I shall
be glad if he wifl place it on the table
again.

PAPIE R PRESENTED.
By the MINISTER FOR MIN1Es : Regu-

lotions under the Coal Mines Reguiation
Act.

Order:- To lie on. the table.

QUESTION-SLEEPER HE WERS, DELAY
IN PAYMENT.

Mn. G. TAYLOR asked the Minister
for Works, without notice, the cause of
delay in the payment of wages of sleeper
hewers at Co&li for the month of June,
and until the 26th July.

[ASSEMBLY.] Papers, etc.


