Revenue, Slatement.

as he had taken the oath at the ninth
sitting of the House. In 1896 he had
attended 31 times out of 32; in the first
session of 1897, eight out of eight; in the
second session of 1897, 28 out of 24; in
1898, 27 out of 41; in 1899, 24 out
of 47; in the first session of 1900, 5 out
of 12; and in the second session, 24 out
of 36. True, attendance was not the only
qualification for membership; but Mr.
Kidson had done good work, having
taken a prominent part in debates and on
committees. From the index to Hansard
it would be noticed that in 1898 he had
spoken on 27 subjects, and made 127
speeches, e was a hard worker, and no
doubt his legal knowledge was of assist-
ance to the House. In 1899, the hon.
member had spoken onm 26 subjects,
making 45 speeches. Tn 1900, he had
spoken on 24 subjects, making 52
speeches, It was not simply on account
of his children that the hon. member
went to Englond: he bad other and
urgent business to transact.

Hon. W. G, BROOKMAN (Metro-
politan-Suburban) supported the motion.
All hon. members were liable to be called
away on private or public business, and
leave of absence should, when required,
be granted.

Motion put and passed.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the MisisTER Por Lanps: 1, He
School of Mines on Eastern Goldfields ;
z, Amendment of Regulations re importa.
tion of fruit; 3, re Case of James (Fleeson.

REVENTUE RECEIVED — MINISTERIAL
STATEMENT.

Tue MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. Sowmers): With the permission of
tbe House, I should like to refer to the
revenue for the month ending 30th June,
1901. The revenue for the month is
£298106 53. 3d. The revenue for
the eorrespunding mounth of 1900 was
£310.949 7s. 5d.; showing a decrease
in the revenue for this month of
£12843 2s. 2d. The revenne for
quarter ending 30th June, 1901, was
£796,089 9s. 1d., and for quarter ending
30th June, 1900, £795,860 3s. 7d., show-
ing an inerease of £229 5s. 6d. For the
year ending 30th June, 1901, the
mcome was £3,078,083 11s. 3d.; and

[10 Juv¥, 1901.]

265

Questions.

for the year ending 80th June, 1900,
£2,875395 8s. 5d., or an incrcase this
year of £202,638 2s. 10d. The estimated
revenae for the year ending 30th June,
1901, was £2,900,000, showing an excess
of £178,033 11s. 3d.

ADJOURNMENT,

The House adjourned at 528 o'clock
until the next Tuesday.

fLegislatibe dssembly,
Wednesday, 10th July, 18901.

Question : School of Mines, Ealgoorlie -~ Question :
Btocks (W.A.) and Tnvestments—Question: Bun-
bury Harbour Works, Funds—Question ; Experi.
mental Farms—Question : Do at 42-Mile—Ques-
tion : Kurmwang Firewood Company, Coucession—
Euenﬁon.- Customs Duties, Uniform —Question :

ive Stock apd Frozen Meat, Tuspectors—Revenie
Received : Statement hy the Trensurer—Railwny
Workers' Strike: Debate arrested, Spenker's
Buling—Address-in-reply ; sixth day, conclusion—
Railwny Workers’ Strike ; Premier's request (ur.
gency;; Motion by Premier Debated, division,
passed {230 o.m.)—Adjournment,

Toe SPEAKER took the Chair at
430 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

QUESTION—SCHOOL OF MINES, KAL-
GOORLIE.

Me. J. RESIDE, for Mr. W. D.
Johnson, asked the Minister for Mines:
Whether it was his intention to imme-
diately establish a School of Mines in
Kalgoorlie. -

Tue MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied : The matter was under the con-
sideration of the Government.

QUESTION — BTOCKS (W.A) AND IN-
VESTMENTS.

M=e. J. M. HOPKINS asked the
Colonial Treasurer: 1, If it is trne that
accumulated sinking funds have been
invested in West Australian stocks. 2z, If
80, to what amount. 3, If the Colonial
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Treasurer proposes making any arrange- ' amount of money the Government have

ment for the redemption of such stocks.
4, If it is the intention of the Colonial
Treasurer to invest accumulated sinking
funds in West Australian stocks.

Tar COLONIAL TREASURER
replied :—1, Yes. 2, £183,9287s. 3, Each
Loan Act under which the stock 1s raised
provides a sinking fund for the redemp-
tion of the stock, and the interest thereon
which is received by the Trustees is
charged to Revenue, and accumulates at
compound interest. 4, The Trustees, who
alone have control of these funds, are
investing them in the purchase of West-
ern Australian stock, and consider it one
of the best investments they can make.

QUESTION—BUNBUKY HARBOUE
WORKS, FUNDS. ’

Mi. T. HAYWARD asked the
Premier: 1, Whether the unexpended
balance of £30,008, from the vote of
£40,000 for Bunbury Harbour Works is
now available. 2z, When the Government
intend 10 commence the extension of the
Bunbury Breakwater.

Tuz PREMIER replied: 1, On the
30th of June last there was an unex-
pended balance of £22,108 19s. 3d. on
items for Buobury Harbour Works,
Nos. 215 and 216 of Loan Estimates, and
this is now available. z, The Govern-
ment have not yet bad an opportunity of
considering the question of recommencing
the works, but will do so and arrive at a
conclusion as early as possible.

QUESTION-—EXPERIMENTAL FARMS.

Mr. A, Y. HASSELL asked the
Premicr, Whether the Government were
considering the question of establishing
experimental farms. ’

Tue PREMIER replied: The matter
had not yet been considered.

QUESTION—DAM AT 42-MILE.

Mg. F. REID asked the Minister for
Works: 71, What was the cost of the
42-Mile dan, with particulars us far as
possible. 2, When the dam was con-
gtructed, and what revenue the Govern-
ment have received from the dam up to
the date when it was let to the Kurrawang
Firewood Company, and what were the
terms upon which it was let. 3, What

paid to the said company for water since
that date,

Tee MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied :— 1, The cost was £4,711, and the
dam has a eapacity of 8,734,700 gallons.
2, The dam was constructed in 1896 and
was leased in December, 1899, and a copy
of the lease was laid on the Tible of the
House on 30th May, 1900. The revenue
received up to date of leasing was £963.
3, The Railway Department has paid for
water delivered on their railway Line the
sum of £15,087 10s. The claim is being
adjusted by a contra account.

QUESTION—EURRAWANG FIREWOOD
COMPANY, CONCESSION,

Mx. F. REID asked the Premier: 1,
‘What are the original terms of ithe
concession granted to the Kurrawang
Firewood Company. 2, Whether the
Kurrawang Firewood Company have
overstepped the original concession by
denuding the Bonnievale and Kunanalling
distriets of firewood and mining timber,
which naturally belongs to the mines of
the district named. 3, Whether the
Minister will take the necessary steps to
prevent the Xurrawang Firewood Com-
pany from depleting the country in the
vicinity of Bonnievale and Kunanalling
of their natural supply of firewood and
mining timber.

TrE PREMIER replied: 1, C. Jobson
was granted permission on 13th Septem-
ber, 1899, to lay down a temporary
tramway in the vieinity of Kalgoorlie,
for conveyance of firewood only, during
the pleasure of the hon. the Minister for
Lands, at a rental of £1 per month,
subject to existing rights under the
Goldfields Act and Mineral Lands Act ; no
timber lease or concession being granted.
2, So soon as it was reported that the
company was denuding the districts
around Bonnievale and Kunanalling,
State forests were declared around those
places for the purpose of preventing the
company from cutting timber thereon,
and the boundaries of these State forests
are now being surveyed. Permission may
be given in writing by the Minister for
Tands, or his agent, to mine owners and
others to cut timber within a State forest,
conditionally on the timber being used
within the boundaries of such State
forest. 3, Replied to by No. 2.
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QUESTION—CUSTOMS DUTIES,
UNIFORM.

Me.M.H.JACOBY asked the Premier :
As, on the imposition of uniform Customs
duties by the Commonwealth, all State
restriction of fruit, plants, and stock
becomes inoperative, what steps the Gov-
evhment proposed to prevent the intro-
duction of phylloxera on vines, and tick
on cattle.

Tae PREMIER replied: Representa-
tions would be madeto the Commonwealth
(Grovernment on the matter.

QUESTION—LIVE STOCK AND FROZEN
MEAT, INSPECTORS,

M. W. B. GORDON asked the
Premier, Whether the Government
intended to take the mecessary action to
appoint inspectors under Live Stock and
Frozen Meat Act, section No. 27

Tae PREMIER replied: Any person
could enforce the provisions of the Act,
without the aid of an inspector.

REVENUE RECEIVED—STATEMENT BY
THE TREASURER.

Tre COLONIAL TREASURER: The
returns for the year have just been com-
pleted, and it may be interesting to hon.
members to hear the figures. The revenue
tor the month of June amounted to
£298,106 5s. 3d.; in the preceding year
for the same month, £310,949 7s. 5d.
The revenue for the quarter ending June
30th, 1901, was £796,089 9s, 1d. ; for the
same quarter in the preceding year,
£795,860 3s. 7d. The revenue for the
year ending June 30th, 1901, totalled
£3,078,033 1ls. 3d.; for the preceding
vear it was £2,875,395 18s. 54., leaving
an excess over the estimate, which was
£2,900,000, of £178,033 11s. 3d.

RAILWAY WORKERS’ STRIKE—DEBATE
ARRESTED.

SPEAEER’'S RULING.

Mr. A. J. DIAMOND (Fremantle)
I beg to move the suspension of the
Standing Ordors, to enable me to move
the following resolution :

That this House, whilst recognising the pro-
priety of the Government’s demand that the
differences between the Railway Deparfment
and the line repairers should be settled by
arbitration, is of opinion that, owing to the
long delays, caused by unavoidable political
changes, which have occurred in dealing with
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the men’s claims, and to the general admission
of the justice of their demand, arbitration
should be waived in this instance; and recom-
mends that the Government should accede to
the request of the line repairers.

Taeg SPEAKER: The hon. member,
owing to the notice of motion given for
to-morrow by the member for Guildford
(Mr. Rason), ¢annot move the motion
which he has just read, as it would be
anticipating the motion of which notice has
been given for debating the question to-
MOTTOW.

Mgr. DIAMOND: Then I move the
adjournment of the House.

Tue SPEAKER: The hon. mnember
cannot move the adjournment of the
House, now that we have proceeded to
the business of the day.

ADDRESS-IN-REFPLY.
S8IXTH DAY OF DEBATE—CONCLUSION.

Debate resumed from the previous day.

De. M. O'CONNOR (Moore) : T do
not proposs to weary members, or to
detain them more than a few minutes.
I believe it is the usual custom for new
members to explain why they take their
particular seats; at least, it appears to
be the custom. I should like to say that
sorae few weeks ago I was elected as an
independent member; and I remain an
independent memnber. I intend to sup-
port the present Government so long as
they are prepared to carry out a policy
which T can approve. I am very pleased
to see by His Excellency’s Speech that
the finaneial position is satisfactory, in
spite of the prophecies made in certain of
the election addresses which we heard
some few weeks ago. It is very pleasing
to all of us to find that the finances of the
State are in a satisfactory condition.
I am not in favour of indiscriminate
borrowing, but I do favour borrowing
by the Government for necessary
works, If there are any works the con-
struction of which will benefit the
State, I am prepared to support the
borrowing of money for these particular
works. I am not, however, in favour of
any extravagant expenditure. I was very
pleased to note by the Premier’s speech of
the other day that he intends to have a
competent and complete drafting staff.
Judging by the Acts of Parliament passed
during the last few years, one would be
almost inclined to think that the drafting
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It is a matter of deep regret to me

properly, or else that the members of | that the difficulty could not have been

Parliament at that time did their very
best to upset the work of those draftsmen.
There have been several instances leading
to that conclusion. Recently there was in
particular a case in connection with the
Municipal Act. We had on one section
of that Act conflicting opinions from all
the leading lawyers in Perth; and when
the matter was referred to the Supreme
Court, the Judges themselves could not
give a definite opinion. They couldexpress
an opinion only as a mere matter of
probability. T hope that future Bills
passed by this House will be carefully
gone into, and not rushed through in a
few hours. 1In this comnection I cannot:
help mnoticing-—-I am sorry the hon.
member to whom I am about to refer is
not here—a statement in the speech
delivered by the member for East Perth
(Hon. W. H. James). The Arbitration
and Coneciliation Aect, he informed
us, was not worth the paper it was
written on, That appears to be the
case. There is no doubt the hon.
member is an anthority on the subject.
But I am surprised that the hon. mem-
ber should come to the House and give
us this piece of information. The hon,
member was here last session; and it was
hig duty to see, or endeavour to see, that
this Act shounld be applicable to such a
case as has occurred at the present time.
He also informed us that this Act was
passed by the late Grovernment, and that
it was of mo use on that account. The
Act, he said, was practically worthless
by reason of the fact that the Forrest
Government had passed it. But I find,
on looking into the debate on the measure,
thal there were three divisions; that in
the case of two of these divisions the
hon. memher was where he generally was
last session—absent; and that on the
occasion of the third division he voted
with the Forrest Government. ¥ am
sorry for the Commissioner of Railways,
and I should like to offer him my sympa-
thies in the present trouble. I greatly
regret that at the beginning of his career
as a Minister he should find himself in

g0 difficalt a position. But still, I cannot !

help sympathising with the men also. I
believe it 13 admitted on all sides that the
men have a fair case, and that they
should he paid the extra money they ask

|

settled amicably. The question of the
Midland Railway is one of great moment
to the whole Slate; but though it is of
very great concern to the country gene-
rally, it is of very particular concern to
the district I represent: in fact the Mid-
land Railway is the -body and soul and
evervthing else of the Moore electorate.
I did nol expect the Government to bring
down a Bill to buy the Midlund Railway
this session: I could hardly look for
that. T am led, however, by the speech
the Premier delivered in the Queen’s
Hall, to hope that the Government will
endeavour to satisfactorily negotiate with
the company and come down next session
with a Bill asking the approval of the
House for the purchase of the railway.
In this connection, I cannot help but
notice the speech delivered by the Colonial
Treasurer in Geraldton. It was ome of
those speeches which, like another speech
delivered at a place called Tuckanarra,
had better have been left unspoken.

A MemMeErR: It was delivered at
Tuckanarra.

Dr. O'CONNOR: Tuckanarra. In
that speech the Colonial Treasurer in-
formed the gentlemen assembled round
the table that the Midland Railway—-it
was an after-dinper speech—was worth
£1,350,000.

Tae Covovial Tressurer: I did bot.

Dr, O'CONNOR: Well, it was so
reported in the papers.

Tae Covronial TrEASURER: Then, it
iz not correct.

Dz, O’CONNOR : £1,500,000, then.

TeE CoLoNi1AL TREASURER: No; I
said nothing of the kind.

Dr. O'CONNOR: It is reported in
the Press.

TrE CoroNial Treasvrer: That may
be s0.

Dr. Q'CONNOR: It has not heen
contradicted by the Colonial Treasurer.
However, if he thinks the Midland
Railway is worth £1,350,000, he is the
only person in Western Australia who
values it af that.

Tere CoLoNial Trrasurer: Hear,
hear.

Dr. O'CONNOR: I am prepared to
accept the Colonial Treasurer’s assurance ;
but stil]l T think he should have contra-
dicted the statement published in the
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papers, as his colleagnes did. T hope the
next time the Colonial Treasurer takes a
trip round the country he will make his
speeches before instead of after dinner.
T am glad to see that the Government
intend to create a Civil Service Board.
The present Civil Service Act I can only
call un abortion. Ttis of no use what-
ever. If simply leaves the service in the
same position as in the past. 1 hope
that the proposed Board will consist of
independent men, outside the official
circles altogether. I i{rust that hence-
forth anyome who wants to enter the
public service will have to get in by
examination, and that the service will be
thrown open to rich and poor alike,
Eatry into it should not remain, as it has
been in the past, a matter of favouritism
or nepotism. I am pleased to see that
the Government intend to enlarge the
lunatic asylom at Whitby. There is no
question this should be attended to
immediately. We have, for a number of
vears, had complaints with regard to the
condition of the agylum, both from the
late Dr. Barnett, and I believe from Dr.
Hope, who bas been in charge until within
the last few weeks. The complaints are
that the buildings are not large enough for
the requirements of the institution, and
that thus no classification whatever is
possible in counnection with it. There
can be no question this is a matler
requiring immediate attention, so that
there may be proper classification of
patients. At the present fime, 1 believe
chronic and incurable cases are mixed up
with curable cases. The result iz that
the curable cases do not recover, and that
the chronic and incurable cases get worse.
The Premier informed us yesterday
that the Government intended spending
£25,000 on the Royal Visit. I am very
pleased to know that they intend spend-
ing this sum; but I would have been
very much more pleased to see it
expended on something in the shape of a
permanent memorial, which His Rorval
Highness might have had some pleasure
in opening, and which would have
enabled him io feel when he left this
State, that his visit had done some
good. At present the intention appears
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I should have liked to see it devoted
to the erection of a memorial which
would bave afforded some permanent
enjoyment to the public. I notice
a committee was appeinted to consider
the plans in connection with new Houses
of Parliament, but I hope the mem.
bers of this House do not intend to
spend money on that object. There is
no question that this Chamber, which was
quite good enough when we were prac-
tically an independent colony, is quite
good enough now when we are a mere
State, and I hope this Parliament will
not spend money on pew Houses of
Parliament ; but if, as I believe, it is
necessary to get some rooms for offices,
those rooms should be erected over the
refreshment room I also noticed that
recently a number of gentlemen waited
upon the Colonial Treasurer (Hon. P\
Hlingworth) asking if he would give a
sum of money towards the Children’s
Hospital. T am glad to say the hon.
gentleman refused, There is no reason
whatever why this Children's Hospital
should be constructed ut the present
time. If erected, it can only be for
those who are able to pay and those who
cannot pay. As to those who can afford
to pay, there are a number of private
hospitals in Perth, and I do not think it
right that the Government should give
money to an irresponsible board to enable
such board to compete with private
hospitals.  If peopleare notable to pay,
all I can say is there are 15 or 16 beds in
tha Grovernment Hospital, and there are
hundreds of other beds as well which can
be used, if they are required. T am glad
theGovernment intend cutting thissession
as short as possible, for I do not think
it advisable for them to stay here, but
they should become thoroughly acquainted
with their position, and as soon as they
are they can come down to the House
and submit their proposals to us, I
must thank hon. members for the kind-
ness with which they hauve listened to
me.

Me. W, F. SAYER (Claremont) : The
member for the Moore (Dr. O’Conuor)
touched on a subject which is of interest to
me, but except perhaps for an observa-

to be to spend the whole of the money on | tion by the member for East Perth (Hon.

temporary, trumpery arches.

Twenty- |

W. H. James) the other evening I might

five thousand pounds seems fo be an | not bave taken any part in this debate.
enormous sun to expend in this way. | That observation, however, is one that I
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cannot afford altogether to ignore. There
ig a paragraph in His Excellency's Speech
in which we are promised an amendment
of the Industrial Conciliation Act of last
session ; and in referring to that subject,
in view of the lamentable strike which
was then impending, the member for
East Perth thought fit to allude to that
Act as nseless and waste paper, in which
connection he was pleased to speak of
Mr. Burt and myself as responsible for
the drafting of that measure. I wish to
say at once that in so far as the Concilia-
tion Act of last session bas been found
wanting to avert the present strike, it is
divectly the consequence of the mutila.
tion that Bill received at the handas
of Parliament. The Bill as it left
the hands of the dranghtsmen wae
a consolidation of the Concihation Acts
of New Zealand as in force at that
day ; but when the Bill went into Com-
mittee in this House, an amendment
was proposed by the then leader of
the Opposition, now member for Cue
(Hon. F. Illingworth), to which I will
refer. The hon. member proposed this
amendment :

All employees, other than clerical, of the

Government in any capacity whatsoever, not-
withstanding anything contained in any other
Act of Parliament, shall be subject to and
come under all the provisions of this Aect in
the same manner as though they were
employed by private employers or public com-
panies,
The member for Cue went on to say the
object of the amendment was to plucs all
employees of the Government other than
clerical under the same provisions as
would apply to the employees of private
persons or companies. It was pointed out
that clerical employees in the Government
Departments could not suitably be brought
under the operation of the Bill, and he
therefore wished to give effect to that view
by his amendment, which would exclude
the clerical men.

Tez CoLoNIAL TREASURER: Quotethe
place where I moved to put them jn. I
moved to put them all in.

Me. SAYER: The hon. gentleman
will be able to refer to that.

Hon, W. H. JamEs: Quote fairly.

Me. SAYER: I have quoted verbatim
et literatim.

Howx. W. H. JamMgs: One part of it.

Me. SAYER: It is true the amend-
ment was negatived; but although the
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amendment was not carried, it was the
first time the idea of the exclusion of the
clerical worker had been brought into any
proposed amendment, and that idea of
the exclusion of the clerical worker found
its way into the definition of “ worker "
which was ultimately adopted. The
effect of this unfortunate amendment was
that the West Australian Government
Railway Association was unable to vegister
as a union of workers under the Act, the
result being the lamentable strike which
has now come upon us. I have spoken
thus far in defence of the draughtsmen
of that measure. It is easy to visit the
defects of legislation npon the draftsman,
who is rarely here to answer for himself;
but in my experience when we find defec-
tive legislation, it is often the result of
hasty and ill-conceived amendments made
in Parliament while the Bill is passing.
The New “ealand Conciliation Act of last
vear, which consolidated all the legisla-
tion in force in that country, defined
“worker” to mean :

Any person of any age or either sex employed
by any employer to do any skilled or unskilled
manual or clerieal work for hire or reward in
any industry.

This definition we desired to place in the
Bill ag the Bill was drafted; but without
at this mowment discussing the relations
of the Government worker to the Bill,
upon which I shall have perhaps some-
thing to say when the amending Bill
comes before this House, T wounld like to
state that, to my mind, the tribunal
constituted by the Act is so admirably
and excellently constituted — I am
alluding to the Court of Arbitration—
that any dispute might be confidently
referred to it for settlement. I will
pass now from that Bill in particular,
and I must confess I am disappointed
with the poverty of legislation that
we are promised in the Speech. If
it had been intended to sketch out the
work of the present session only, we
might perhaps have been satisfied for the
time, but we find that allusions are made
to amendments of the Constitution Act,
which for obvious reasons cannot be
undertaken during the present session.
There can be no intention to introduce
an amendment of the Constitution this
gesgion ; and when I find allusions made
to such amendment, I can only regard
the forecast of legislation as not relating
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to this session merely, but ratber to the
Parliament as a whole. In view of this
T must confess to a feeling of disappoint-
ment that we have heard nothing of a

Public Works Bill. The past experience |
of my life in the public service, coupled .

with many a consultation with the
Engineer-in-Chief and others, has led me
to recognise for years past the absolute
need of a Bill relating to our publie
works, We have no legislation on the
statute book bearing on the subject,
and how those works are conducted
without legislation I do not know. All
I know is the urgent need of a Bill
for public works. Then nothing is said
as to bankruptey reform, The admini-
stration of our bankruptey law calls
for the most immediate attention to
my own knowledge. We have nothing
said as to our antiquated statutes
relating to convicted prisoners, which
constitute the prison law even of to-day;
and what perhaps 18 of even greater
importance, more practical importance,
not an allusion is made to the prison
regulations that call for reform. It is
nearly three years since a Royal Commis.
sion reported on this subject, upon the
methods in vse for the punishment of
criminals, upon the classification of crim.
inals, upon the remission of sentences,
and other matters. It was the intention
of the late Government, to give immediate
effect to the recommendations of that
Royal Commisgion, and why the labours
of that Commission are ignored and no
effect is given to them passes my com-
prehension. We are promised an amend-
ment of the Roads Act. I think I know
in what direction. Doubtless there are
some provisions of the Roads Act that
need amendment,

Mgz. Rason: Many of then.

Mz, SAYER: Many of them, but the
subject is comparatively unimportant,
and altogether unworthy of mention in
the Speech. The flagrant defects of
the Immigration Restriction Act are alto-
gether unnoticed, for while we exclude,
and rightly exclude, the indigent even of
our own race, we find that the Immigra-
tion Restriction Act has no application
at all to the Chinese.

How. W. H. Jauss: A Bill is being
drafted now.

Mz. SAYER: T am very glad to hear
it,
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Hox. W. H. Jamgs: We do not tell all
our intentions.

Mz, SAYER: I think the question of
such importance that it might bave been
referred to in the Speech, rather than a
comparatively unimportant amendment
of the Roads Act in some trifling parti-
cular. I saythat while we are excluding
the indigent of our own race, the Immi-
gration Restriction Act has no application
to the Chinese, who are altogether exempt
from its provisions. I am delighted to
hear that the Government intend to
remedy this, and I wish I had known it
before, We are promised a Bill to vali-
date the Acts of last session. If such a
measure is necessary, which I for one
deny, it is scarcely a matter of policy to '
mention in the Governor's Speech. 1T for
one must regret that any allusion was
made to that matter, for if deemed
necessary—and I have a suspicion that I
can trace the hand of the member for
East Perth in that part of the Speech——

Hox. W. H. James: You are entirely
wrong.

Mg. SBAYER: At any rate, I regret
that allusion. I find a trace of spleen
there, a desire to cast a reflection nnd to
discredit the late Administration. If the
Premier really does think that a measure
is needed to validate the legislation of
last session——

Hox. W. H. Jaxrs: Did not one of
the newspapers say so ?

Me. SAYER: If the Premier really
has a doubt us to the validity of the Acts
of last session, I can only say that doubt
is not shared by the best lezal minds in
Australia; for when the doubt was
mooted as to whether, with the introduc-
tion of triennial Parliaments, our then
Parliament ended its existence that year
or came to an end by effluxion of time,
the then Premier (Sir John Forrest) sub-
mitied the question for the opinion of Sir
Samuel Griffith and Sir Samuel Way;
and the opinions of those great lawyers
most abundantly and absolutely justified
the action of the Parliament in continu-
ing till it expired by effluxion of time.

Tan ComumrssioNer or Rarnways:
‘Why did not you publish those opinions?

Mze. SAYER: They were published.

Tae CoumissioNER OF RamwLways:
‘Where are they P

M=z, SAYER: They have been pub-
lished, and the present Premier has
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themm. There is only one other matter to ' fect a Bill whep presented, having been

which I shall allude, There is a passage
in the (overnor's Speech which states
that Ministers deemed it advisable to
revoke the regulatious which prohibited
the importation of certain kinde of fruit
from neighbouring States; by which is
meant the revocation of the proclamation
made in 1889, prohibiting the importa-
tion of apples, pears, and quinces. A
great deal has been said outside this
House on this subject, a great deal of a
claptrap kind; but it would have been
more ingenuous if the Premier had
frankly stated that this prohibition would
necessarily be repealed as a consequence
of legislation by the Federal Parliament ;
that so soon as the Federal tariff comes
into operation, trade in the States is abso-
lutely free. As I say, it would have been
more ingenuous and frank if the country
had beern told this proclamation must go,
a8 a necessary consequence of federation.

Me. Gorpon: There would be wmo
policy in that.

Mr. SAYER: We should then, per-
haps, have been unable to give to the
present Government the credit of having
removed that prohibition ; still, we ought
to agree in welcoming the regulations
which have been framed for the inapec-
tion of fruit and other precantionary
measures against the introduction of dis-
ease, which, in the circumstances, is the
only protection the Government can give
to the fruitgrower in this country agamst
the ravages of those pests which have
caused such great injury in the fruit-
growing industry of the Eastern States.
There are other mattera in the Speech
with which I might deal, but the ground
has now been so well covered that I shall
not trespass farther on the time of the
House.

Tae COLONIAL TREASURER
{(Hon. F. Hlingworth) : Tt was not my
intention to take a part in this debate,
and I should not have done so but for
the remarks which have just fallen from
the member for Claremont (Mr. Sayer).
It is easy to cut out a portion of a speech
for the purpose of making a meinber
appear ridiculous ; but, if we desire to be
honest in our quotation, we ought to give
the full quotation, or a full reference to the
facts in connection with the particular ques-
tion. In the first place, the Conciliation

drafted by the hon member (Mr. Sayer),
come down to this House without any
definition of the word “ worker.” In the
next place, this Bill was laid before the
House in a form so perfect that, if altered
at all, it would be destroyed ; and we know
now that the Bill was altered and was
destrayed. The hon. member bas told us
that Bill was so altered by the member
for Cue, meaning myself, that we have
the present strike. That is a very grave
accusation to malke ; and I want to call the
attention of members to the report of my
speech on the Conciliation and Arbitra-
tion Bill upon the second reading, as
recorded in Hansard of last session at
page 475 :—

Now if unions are formed nmong the men in
the Railway Dlepartment, how do the Govern-
ment propose to deal with the workers in that
department when any difficalty arises? The
exclusion, I say, from the Bill of all Govern-
ment departments, and egpecially of the Rail-
way Departwent, is a very serions defect in
the measure ; and I hope the Attorney General
will carry out the snggestion he made whun T
understood him to say he would be able to
bring the Railway Department, at any rate,
under the operation of the measure. It seems
to me that may in some way be cbtained; at
any tate it may be done as it is done in Mr,
Wise’s measure, where “employer™ is defined
a8 including the Railway Commissioners in
New South Wales, and where under the
heading of “industry” are included the men
working on the Government railways. Why
should we not include all the Government
servanta? I do not know why ; but, at any
rate, the inclusion of the Railway Department
is such a serious meatter that I hope the
Minister in charge of the Bill will give us
some additions to this definition elause which
will bring the workers on our railways within
its scope.

That was my sentiment in that connec-
tion. Then speaking in Commitiee, I
said :—

The principle under dizcussion was whether
Government departments ought to be recog-
nised, and it would be just aa well to seftle the
question by a division at once, If the Oppo-
gition failed in getting recognition for all
Government, employees, the Committee wounld
be free to deal with the railway aspect of the
question farther on.

What took place in connection with this
clause was, that a motion was moved
either by myself or Mr. Vogper to alter
the term *“worker,” and insert such a
definition as would bring the whole civil
gervice under the Bill. That is what we

and Arbitration Bill, which was so per- | fought for on the floor of the House
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during some hours. The next thing done
was that as the Government of the day
had defeated us in regard to our desire
to bring all the departments unnder the
Bill, we tried to bring the Railway
Department under the Bill, and we spoke
for hours on that question, and fought
for it in Committee by moving awend-
ment after amendment. But what was
gaid from the Government side of the
House at that time? The contention
was that it was ridiculous and absurd
to say a elerk, a bookkeeper, or an
accountant should be brought under the
definition of “ worker.” Then to meet
that objection we, who were then on the
Opposition gide, endeavoured to bring
the whole of the department under the
Bill by including all persons in the service
within the definition of “ worker;” but
again objection was taken that clerks
should not be within the definition. That
being the position, I then did what I
think every man ought to do when he
cannot get all he wants—I tried to get
something ; therefore, I moved the amend-
ment for excluding the word “clerk”
from the definition, for the same reason
that I was determined, if possible, to get
something into the Bill. The hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Sayer) now says the effect of
the amendment then moved was thet we
have this unfortunate strike. I have to
tell him that but for the amendment
then proposed, we would have had not
only the fettlers out on strike to-day, but
the engine.drivers and cleaners out also.
These men have protection under the
Bill, and because of that protection we
are enabled now to keep the railways
running to some extent. It is grossly
unfair for any member, knowing the facts
as the member for Claremont must do,
to make such a charge against me as the
hon. member bas made this evening. It
is grossly unfair for him to charge me
with destrcying the Bill, when the Gov-
ernment which employed him at the time
as their drafteman, and whose place it
was to put the suggestions made by mem-
bers in the House nto proper legal form
—because members are not here to draft
Bills, but to suggest principles—it waa for
him to perform that duty, it was for the
Government and their officers to put those
principles into proper legal form. If the
amendment I suggested was not in legal

form, the then Attorney General ought |
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to have put it into form, and the drafts.
man employed by the Government shonld
have seen it was put in form. We who
were on the Opposition side struggled
first to get all civil servants put wader
the Bill; the then Government opposed
us in doing that; and »s we failed in our
object, we struggled farther to get all the
Railway Department under the Bill. We
failed in that, because it was said to be
absurd to include clerks under the defini-
tion of ‘‘worker.” The hon. member
now tells the House that I altered the
Bill in such a way as to exclude the word
““clerk " from the particular clause, and
in that way made the Bill useless.

Me. Baver: The proposed amendment
was not referred to the draftsman.

Tre COLONIAL TREASURER:
Whose fault is that? The Attorney
General in charge of the Bill should have
seen to it. I wanted to lay down a
principle in regard to the very point the
hon. member rose to support, nsnely
that members of this House cannot be
expected to draft Bills on the floor of the
House. It is the duty of the Govern-
ment to present their Bills in proper
form, and that is the reason we (the
Government) now want a drafting staff
to carry out the sugpestions which hon.
members may make in this House. The
same carelessness and the same injustice
have bren perpetrated on this question in
the Press, because the writers looked up
the last amendment carried, and assumed
that it represented wy view. It was not
my view then, and it 18 not my view now.
I said then what I say now, that if there
is to be a Conciliation and Arbitration
Bill, the whole of the civil service ought
to be brought within its scope. That
was my opinion then. 1 may be wrong,
but that is my opinion still. I then
altered my motion, which was to include
the whole of the Railway Department, in
order to meet the wishes of hon. mem-
bers then on the Government side; and
after 1 had altered it, I lost it by one
vote. The then Attorney Gemeral pro-
mised he would bring in a farther clause
to include the railway men. What took
place? The Attorney General brought
n his clause; that is, when we had failed
in our efforts to bring the whole of the
civil service under the Bill, the Attorney
General brought in a claunse to include
the railway men as they are in to-day.
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Because we could not get all we wanted,
we had to take what we could get; so I
moved my amendment, and it was lost.
‘What is now in the Act was put mn by
the Attorney General, I suppose at the
suggestion of the hon, member opposite
(Mr. Sayer}. Ifit was not on his sug-
gestion, then it is the fault of his own
Attorney General,

Me. W. F. Saver: It was the Legis-
lative Council which put in the amend-
ment.

Tae COLONIAL TREASURER: I
am aware of that. We passed the Bill
through the Assembly on the promise of
the Attorney General that he would make
the amendment and pass it on to the
Counctl, and that is how the amendment
got into the Billl That iy the very
amendment of which the hon. member
says that its existence was due to ‘“the
member for Cue,” whoss motion was lost.
My motion was lost by one vote; lost
because the Government voted against
it Now as to that amendment, under
pressure of the debate we received from
the Attorney Gieneral a promise that he
- would put into the Bill as it went through
the Upper House a clause to include the
railway workers. And that was put in:
that clause was inserted in consequence
of the debate; it was put in by the
Attorney General; and the member for
Claremont (Mr. Sayer) was the legal
adviser of the Attorney General on
that very Bill. There are a few other
points to which I would call attention
while I am on my feet, although I did
not intend to speak, and would not have
done so but for what appears to me an
injustice. I have to thank the hon.
member—and I do so most cordially—
for referring to this matter, because by
doing so he has given me the opportunity I
wanted, of contradieting statements which
have been made in the Press. I thank
the hon. member most heartily. If I
have spoken warmly, it is because I feel
warmly under the circumstances.

Me. Diamonp: Oh, don't apologise.

Tee COLONIAL TREASURER: I
want ulso to refer to the remarks of
the member for North Fremantle (Mr,
Doberty).

Me. Dornerry: Hear, hear,

Tue COLONIAL TREASURER: I
am quite sure the hon. member had no
intention of attacking the officers of my
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department, nor indeed those of any other
department; and I assured the Under.
Treasurer and his officers, the very day
after the remarks were made, that the
member for North Fremantle did not
intend to reflect on the officers of the
Treasury. I would like to have his
assurance that he did not, although for
my part I am certain of it. He blamed
the department for not issuing the returns
for this month at an earlier date. I want
to call the attention of the hon. member
to the fact that under the Audit Act
returns are not to be issued until after
the tenth day in the mouth of July.
Consequently, there was no fault on the
part of the officers of my department. I
have here a long minate on the subject
from the Under-Treasurer, and in it he
expresses himgelf as very much ag-
grieved ; ao I just wish to call attention
to it.

Hon. F. H. Presse: Read it.

Treg COLONIAL TREASURER:
No; I do not want to read it if the hon.
member will give me the assurance I ask
for, to satisfy my officers that he had no
intention of casting reflections on them.
I do not care what rcflections are cast on
the Treasurer, I do not mind what reflec-
tiong are cast on me, but T do want to
protect my officers.

Mgr. Dorerry: I wish to explain that
I did not refer to any officer of the
department. I did not want this month’s
figures. I referred to the bulk figures of
the total indebtedness of this State. I
did not want the other accounts. I wish
to add that I did not intend to reflect in
any way on the Under.Treasurer, whom
I counsider one of the best officers in the
Government service. SEVERAL MEM-
BERS : Hear, hear.

Tae COLONIAL TREASUKER: I
have gone into the matter on this occasion
to satisfy a thoroughly conscientious
and hard-working officer of the depart-
ment. Speaking on the Address-in-
reply, I agein thank hon. members for
the cordial way in which they have received
the Governor's Speech. I bhave been
looking very carefully to find the Oppost-
tion in this House, I have searched in
the cormer—it is mnot there; I have
searched on the cross.benches—it is not
there; I have searched on the back-
benches of the Opposition, and it is not
there; [ bhave tried hard to find it on the
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front Opposition benches, and I cannot
find it there. In fact, I cannot find it
at all. )

Mz. Diamonp: I will tell you where
it is,

Tre COCLONTAL TREASURER: The
lezder of the Opposition assures us that
this pelicy was bis own policy.

Hor. F. H. PiEssg: No; not mine
personally.

Tee COLONIAL TREASURER: I
wus not speaking of the hon. member
personally, but speaking of the party
with which he is associated. He said this
policy was their policy. Now I would
be inclined to suy they stole it from the
Opposition, for there is nothing in it
that has not been advocated by us for
years when we sat on the Opposition
benches. If it is true, this policy is the
policy of the Forrest Government or the
Throssell Government, whichever may be
referred to, then I have to say that we
converted those hon. members to our
views; otherwise I must say they stole
our policy. They can have it which way
they like. For certainly they opposed
these measures when we were sitting in
Opposition; and although they did,
during the last election, make some pro-
nouncement favourable to such legislation
as the Speech proposes, yet that was only
the result of constant agitation by this
party when on the Opposition benches.
It was a mafter of some concern to me
when I looked at the House and saw that
we were in a minority. I find that the
House is one of the most peculiar Houses
that T have had the honour of sitting in.
It is & House in which the Ministerial
supporters, or, if you will, the supporters
of Ministerial measures, are sitting in
Opposition. They declare very kindly
that they will support the measures
which have been suggested by the Gov-
ernment ; and I believe they are sincere in
that declaration.
for the way in which they have received
the Governor's Bpeech. We have tried
to put into that Speech what we thought
was best for the country; and I am glad
to find that members opposite are pretty
well agreed that the measures mentioned
are the measures which are best for this
State. If that be so, if we have now
before the House a policy on which
both the Government and the Opposition

{10 Juwy, 1901.]

I thank hon. members.

Debate, sizth day. 275

culty in passing the legislation necessary
to place the thoughts and ideas contained
in the Governor's Speech ou the statute
book. For my part, I cordially welcome
the assistance promised by hon. members
gitting on the opposite side of the House
towards the passing of the measures which
the Government are proposing. Of course
the Government are not all of one mind.
Hon. members on this side are not all of
one mind. [A Memser: Hear, hear.]
Lfind that some of the strongest criticisms
which have been passed on the policy of
the Government, in addition to some very
valuable suggestions, came from our
friends on this side. I am glad also to
bave, at any rate for my own guidance,
suggestions which have come from mem-
bers on the other side. 1 hope that we
shall be able to profit by those sugges-
tions, and that they will lead during this
session, not only to improvement in legis.
lation-—which perbaps will not be very
extensive—but also to improvement in
administration. I thank the member for
North Fremantle (Mr. Doherty) for the
{friendly advice he gave in the course of
his speech; and I thank other members for
recommendations which I, as Treasurer,
huve noted. T think that while hon,
members sitting on the opposite side of
the House are kind enough and good
enough to assist the Government, as at
the present stage, they are doing valu-
able work. I have an opinion that
it would be a good thing for us to
devote our whole strength to helping one
another to place the finances of this
country on a good, sound footing. We
have a big hill to climb, as T shall be
able to show hon. members when I deal
with the Toan Bill. What the country
needs now jis a cessation of distrust,
opposition, and contention; it needs the
greatest possible calm: it needs united
effort to establish its finances, to com-
plete the public works embarked on, and
to effect improvement in administration
and legislation. Personally, I thank
hon. members for the kind way in which
they have received the proposals in the
Governor's Speech, and for the valuable
hints given from all round the House. T
know these suggestions will be of use to
me as a Minister, and also to other
Ministers. We are new to office; we
know very little about the details of

agree, then I think there will be no diffi- ; administration; but we are going to do
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our best. And finally I wish to eay that
just as soon as you think you can do
better, you wmay have this seat as far as
T am concerned.

Mz. Diamonn: Thank you.

Mz, TEESDALE SMITH (Welling-
ton) : Like the hon. member for Cue
(Mr, lingworth), I think the Governor's
Speech has emanated from a good
many brains. I wish to put in my
claim to be considered the originator of
certain of the od points of the
Speech; but I decline to father those
points which I consider to be detri-
mental to the welfare of the State. Iam
glad of the reference to a Public Works
Committes. The proposal to establish
this should meet with the approval of
both sides of the House. The Public
Service Act should be brought into line
with the Public Service Acts of the
Bastern States, where civil servants get
their advancement by examination. As
regards the Roade Boards Act, I think
that instead of its being awended, a
new measure altogether should be intro-
duced. In my travels through the south-
western districts I heard great com-
plaints as to the confusion occasioned by
the various amendments of the Act; and
I was requested to urge that a totally
new Act should be brought in as soon as
possible. I am pleased to see that the
Industrial Arbitration Act is to be
amended, and T trust that the House will
pass such » measureas will render strikes
and loek-outsimpossible. I do not favour
Conciliation Boards: we should have
only an Arbitration Court. From experi-
ence I know that the more men and
employers look at their respective sides
of a question, the harder that question
becomes ty settle. I consider that the
establishment of an Arbitration Court
only will give the employer and employes
a very much better chance of settling
their disputes. I am pleased by the
stutement in His Excellency’s Speech
that economy is to be the first principle
of the new Administration. KEveryone
must appland such a policy. At the
same time communication being so diffi-
cult both on the goldfields and in the
south-western districts, it would in my
opinion be a mistake on the part of
Ministers to lock up the State Treasury
altogether., Hon. memnbers kmow that on
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per ton per mile, and that in the south-
west it is impossible to get about without
roads and bridges. I consider that it
would be wrong if Miniaters, in order to
secure an overflowing Treasury chest,
should refuse to construct railways or
roads or bridges. That would be a very
great mistake.

Mg. Oars: The Treasury chest is
empty now,

Me. TEESDALE SMITH: That may
be so. For the goldfields a system of
light railways might be introduced. By
this means every mining centre of any
importance whatever could be well served
by lines costing not mere than £1,000 to
£1,200 per mile. Such milways might
be built to any place offering a rensounable
chance of traffic sufficient to pay working
expenses and interest. If it were found
that a line did not pay, it could be pulled
up, at a coet not exceeding £50 per mile
if the work is placed in proper hands. It
is a shame, I consider, that places which
under the altered circumstances created
for them by a light line would have a fair
chance of becoming flourishing wmining
centres or townehips, should be deprived
of this opportunity for a nwmber
of years when they could bave it at so
low a cosl as £1,000 or £1,200 per mile,
Where the (tovernment make such a
mistake in my opinicn is by leading up
their railways with unnecessary additions.
I think the railway official goes to
extremes in making his lines too costly.
Under the system I will recommend, of
course the railways would be shora of
all these decorative features with which
the railway official loves to adorn his
bkandiwork. I regret exceedingly there
was no mention i the Speech of the
appointment of a non-political head of
the railways. Tt must be apparent, not
only to this House but to everyone, that
there exists in the Railway Department

& lot of friction and discontent, and I

consider the only way by which that can
be overcome is to get the very best
possible administrator for the work, No
eipeuse or no question as to salary
within reason should be considered in
obtaining the best man. I would not
advocate three Commissioners, because
there is a chance of one Commissioner
ghifting his responsibility on to the others,
In England the general manager has

the fields cartage costs from 1s. 6d. to 3a, | sole control of every brunch of the
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business, and I do not see why that
system should not obtain here. Tt is a
great mistake for a State like this, with
180,000 people, to keep up too extensive
a railway department such as obtains in
this country. In reference to private
enterprise I have very strong feelings.
I consider that private enterprise has
made Western Australia what it is to-
day. After hearing the statement of the
member for Cue (Hon. F. Illingworth), I
may regard this as onme of the leading
States in the world, seeing that we have
a revenue of over £3,000,000 for 182,000
people—something like £16 per head—
and I say unhesitatingly that this is due
to private enterprise. The goldfields
sbould be considered the principal
private enterprise in the State to.day,
and no doubt that is the case, but there
are other ventures in which private
enterprise has been brought into use.
There is the timber industry, and there
are the warchouses and a number of
other things, and last but not least the
prospector i3 in my opinion as much a
private venture as any of the othera. The
railways could be properly and profitably
worked by private enterprise, if satistac-
torily safeguarded in the interests of the
State. 'Where a concession was asked
for from this House of Parliament, pro-
vision could be made whereby, in the
event of the venture proving a profitable
one and it being thought advisable to
take possession of it in the intereste of the
State, that venture could be taken over
at a fixed rafe, so that the State would
not bave to pay an exorbitant price for
the goodwill Broadly speaking, I am
in favour of railways belonging solely and
absolutely to the State. But there are
instances in which, in the event of the
State not feeling disposed or the Govern-
ment thinking itself not warranted to take
conirol of the railways, private enterprise
should be allowed to step in, and two
railways I may bring within this category
are the Coolgardie-Esperance Bay railway
und the Collie Coalfields railway. I
believe that the Collie Coalfislds raillway
would be better served by a private line
than by a Governmeant line, becanse under
the Commoanwealth Constitution, as far
a8 I can read, the coal will bave to be
carried here, whether it comes from
Newcastle or Victoria, at the same rate as
that at which we carry our own coal. It
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does not. matter which way the line goes,
if it be built by the State this Collie coal
will not have the same show as it would
have in the event of the line being built
by private euterprise. The member for
Mt. Burges (Mr. F. Reid) the other
evening wag referring to the Kurrawang
tramway, and said he hoped the Govern.
ment would see fit to shut it up. Being
one of the originators of that tramway
and having spent something like £53,000
in that veoture, I personally would be
very sorry if the Government thought
themselves warranted in shutting this
thing wp. It would not only affect my
company, but it would affect the mines
vary much more in the long-run. At the
present time the mines pay, including
shunting charges, 10s. a truck from
Kurrawang to Golden Gate; 29%. a
truck, including shunting, from Gloady's
Siding to Golden @ate, or an increase
of 18s. per truck, nearly 4s. per ton;
from Borrabbin to Golden Gate they
would have to pay, including shunting
charges, 42s. 6d. a truck; and from
Southern Cross they would have to pay,
including shunting charges, 73s. 6d.
a truck, or ls. a trnck more than we get
for the delivery of wood in Kalgoorlie.
That is for freight only. It does not
matter whether a line is laid down by the
company or by the Government, but if
the wood is to be obtaimed, it will be
taken from round about such centres as
are thrown open, and 1 contend that ae
far as the Kurrawang tramway and the
Kurrawang Tramway Co. are concerned,
only that has been done.  Reserves have
been made, and the timber has been
taken from without those reserves, that
ie to say the Kurrawang people were
allowed to cut timber where there was no
reserve. I regret exceedingly that no
mention was made with reference to the
drainage of the South-West. Promises
have been given from time to time that a
main drain would be cut to relieve the
waters that should flow into the Mandurah
Estuary and the Leischenault Estuary.
i do nof blame this Government, and of
course it would be absurd to do so.

Tae Covontar Treasvrer: It is in
the Loan Bill,

Me. TEESDALE SMITH: I am glad
to hear if, and I hope the Government
will make ample provision so that this
drain will for ever relieve the farmers
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who have taken up their land on the
assurance—and in fact in some cases the
drain has been shown on the plan—ithat
the main drain will be made. For years,
ever since Ihave been here, survey parties
have off and on been surveying round
about this area. Some thousands of
pounds have been spent, but the farmer
to-day is uo nearer being relieved than he
was eight years ago. I tried to go
through this area some six weeks ago,
und I was almost bogged, buggy and
horses. Instead of this area, this mag-
nificent soil, in 1y opinion, being a
splendid asset, it is nothing but a quag-
mire, and instead of its being lined with
homesteads and the land being cultivated,
there is nothing but water all over the
place, and it is diffienlt to get from one
part to another.

A MemBER: How many acres?

Me. TEESDALE SMITH: I should
say it runs 30 miles by eight or 10. I
regret the cavalier mannver in which the
Premier treated the question of fruit
importation. No doubt the Premier has
good reasons for removing the embargo
on the importation of apples; but judging
from the manner in which the question
has been treated generally, members have
not had that experience of the codlin
moth which others have had, or they
would not talk in such a light tone on
the subject. I have had five vears of it
in Tasmania, and I can assute members
that after paying ezpenses of looking
after the orchard, I was out of pocket,
and the only thing I could do with the
orchard was to pull it up and burn it.
It does no!t matter whether you work
your orchard or not, you have to pay the
State for inspection.

Me. MoorHEAD: Growers in Tasmania
are exporting apples to London.

Mr. TEESDALE SMITH: That is
so. Itis contended, and fairly contended,
that Tasmania can produce apples and
export them ; but if you go te Tasmania
and see how the orchardist lives, you will
ascertain that it is a bare existence, and
that instead of a man getting 100 per
cent. or 90 per cent. for his apples, which
would be a fair thing, he gets from 80
per cent. to 40 per cent. T could give
you an instance of a relation of mine in
Victoria, who employs a man and two
boys, one of the latter being 18 years of
age and the other 20, to work that orchard,
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and he took £80 a year in relation to the
orchard worked by that man and twe
boys. Is that a fair thing? Instead of
that, without the eodlin moth he would
easily have taken off £250.

Mz. MoormEab: What about the
cousumer,

Me. TEESDALE SMITH: I am
uot here to advocate that there should be
exorbitant prices paid by the consumer,
but. whatever is done, let the codlin moth
be kept out, und I think that with proper
inspection the codlin moth can be kept
out. T say farther, if it be found that
the cost to the consumer 1s too great, let
the State and nut the consumer pay the
cost of inspection. The House would
have overlooked any departure from the
lines laid down by the Ministers, that
they are not going to expend any money
unless Parliament sanctions it. With
reference to the rabbits, it is such a very
important question that the Government
might have used one of those forms—I
forget what it is called. [Memsrrs:
Form “J.”] T think they might have
incurred expenditure to the extent of
£20,000 or £30,000 to combat the pest.

Tue MivisTer For Mings: The
authorisation was passed four years ago,
but the Minister neglected to carry out
the work.

Mr TEESDALE SMITH: Then he
wants ‘““a doing.” I dare say many mem-
bers have seen the devastation wrought
by rabbits, and one cannot realise it unless
he has seen it for himself. It will be
found here, as in the Eastern States, that
the occupier of the small holding will be
able to deal with the rabbit question
much better than the oceupier of a large
one, and I am of opinion you will find
that instead of one fence being erected,
you will have to erect two parallel fences
about five chains apart, with a cross
fence every 20 chains, and an inspector
to ride up anlt down for 50 miles.
It means a big expense; but £150,000 or
£200,000 zpent, now will be better than a
million or a million and a-half spent a
few years hence. I wish the member for
Fast Perth (Hon. W. H. James) were in
his place at present, because I want to
take him to task for arrogating to him-
self, as I think he did, the post of master
of ceremonies in this House, by saying on
which side members should sit and where
they should not sit. [ claim that I have
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as much right as the member for East
Perth to choose the side on which I shall
git, without his taking on himself to say
I must go over there or stop here.

Me. W. J. Georee: Rub it in.

Mr. TEESDALE SMITH: The Pre-
mier has said he will not and does not
want our support.

Tex PreEmier: When did T say
that ?

Mg. TEESDALE SMITH : The other
night. The Premier said he did not want
my support. Now he has got to have
my support, because I am poing to sup-
port him as far as I can. (QGeneral
laughter.)

Mer. T. F. QUINLAN (Toodyay):
Reference was made by the Colonial
Treasurer to the fact, as stated by him,
that he was unaware as to the position
members occupied in this House; in
other words, that he could only find a
majority in front of the present Govern.
ment, and failed to find an Opposition.
I have no hesitation in saying I am an
Oppositionist in the extreme; and while
I have a friendly regard towards the
members of the present Government, yet
on political matters I am sure they will
agree to differ with me. I intend to sup-
port them, although an Qppositionist, m
anything I consider to be for the well-
bemg of this country; but I at once
declare that T resent the attitude the Pre-
mier ook the other evening,.when he
addressed hon. members, alluding particu-
larly to members on this {Opposition)
side, by telling us he did not want our
support, and that we had been blind fol-
lowers of the past Government. Although
the Premier made those references to this
side of the House in particular, I remem-
ber that when he sat on this side as
leader of the Opposition he professed to
believe in the existence of a healthy
Opposition. I hopehe still retains that
opinion, and he may then realise that it
may be to the interest of the Govern-
ment and to the best interest of the
eountry that there should be a healthy
Opposition. When the Premier had
spoken in that manner regarding mem-
bers on the Opposition side, he also said
that if the Opposition would not move a
vote of no-confidence in the Government,
he would ask some member on his aide
to move a vote of confidence in himseld.
I now ask the Premier, in reply to his
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challenge, to do so. Let him get some-
one to move that motion.

Mz. W.J.GEorGE: Heisnot “game”
enough.

Me. QUINLAN: I am prepared to
%i;re reasonable support to the present

vernment; I believe also we should
give them a fair trial; and if they are
found to be worthy of the confidence of
the people, although I sit on the
Opposition side, I shall endeavour to do
as they professed to do in the past, that
is T shall criticise their measures, and
will aleo give them a fair support when I
think it is dwe. I agree with the
reference made in the Speech to the death
of Her Majesty the Queen, and to the
accession of King Edward VIL; and also
I agree with the references made to the
forthcoming visit of the Duke and Duchess
of Cornwall. T mention this for the
reason that I have been said to be a pro-
Boer. On what grounds that issaid T'
cannot understand; for I am just as
loyal as any wember in this State or in
Australasia to the throne and the persen
of the Sovereign, but T am not one who
panders to any party or to any person.
I believe in being loyal in every sense;
but I must express my opinion with
regard to the expenditure which is
intended to be made of £25,000 in con-
nection with celebrating the visit of their
Royal Highnesses. I do not think we
ure justified, seeing that the Government
contend they have an empty Treasury,
in spending £25000 on temporary
structures, when the Government might
have done something of a permanent
nature to signalise this visit by erecting a
hoapital for children or a new asylum.
As to wasting £25,000 on frivolity, T am
not in accord with that. We have men
in the railway department who are now
asking for an increase of a shilling a day
in wages; and we are told the Govern-
ment have not the means to pay it, or
that the men shull not getit. So far as
my sympathies are concerned, they are
with the men; and though I think the
men are somewhat to blame for their
attitude, that there iz blame on both sides, _
yet I also think that if more tact had been
used by the Government, they might
have settled this difficulty some days ago.
I ain sorry indeed to have to refer to the
loss we have sustained in the death of our
late and esteemed friend, Mr. Alezander
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Forrest. T shull also refer to one gentle-
man who was formerly a member of this
House, who has not been mentioned in
the whole of this debate; and it is just
to him at least to express some slight
recognition of the loss which has been
sustained not ouly in this House, but
throughout this State, by his untimely
death. I refer to the late Mr. Vosper,
who did more for the cause of Labour in
this State than any other man has doue;
and yet not one member of this House
has thought fit to express any reference
to him. With regard to paragraph 8
in the Speech, T am in accord with the
Government so far as that they propose
a rearrangement of the public depart-
ments, and to ensure better adwminisira-
tion. That has been needed at all times,
oot only during the period of responsible
government, but long before that. No
one is better acquainted than I am, for
my age, in regard to the necessity for o
better administration of the civil service
in this country; and I hope the present
Government will carry out their reforms
by extending the hours of labour for
civil servants to 5 o'clock in the dajy,
instead of having an army of men coming
out like a swarm of bees al 4 o’clock. 1
regret that it is apparently proposed by
the Government to put a full stop to the
policy of public works in this State; in
other words, they do not propose the con-
struction of any new works, but intend to
carry out those that were commenced
but left unfinished by the late Govern-
ment. It is right, of course, that works
which have been sanctioned by Parliament
should be carried out. With reference
to the railways, while I may congratulate
the Minister for Works and the Com-
tnissioner of Railways, who are both
personal friends, and for whom I bhave a
great admiration, believing they ars first-
clags men for the positions, yet I recognise
that the day is comning when we should
have the railwaya placed under the
management of & Commisioner or Com-
missiopers who shall be outside of
political influence, because I believe we
should in that way get better results, and
there would not be that pressure brought
to bear which we know bas operated in
the past, for putting persous inte the
service or promoting by favour. Se long
as the railways of a State are managed
by any person who is elected by the
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people, the same practice is likely to
confinue, no matter who that person may
ba. As to the new Minister for Lands
(Hon. C. Sommers) takiog his seat in
the Upper House and beiog more in touch
there with the majority of members
representing the interests in land, I
disagree with that; for however com-
petent that gentleman may be as a husiness
man, yet I say emphatically there is no
truth whatever in the statement that
members of the Upper House are more in
touch with the interests connected with
land than are members in this House.
Therefore although I personally know the
gentleman who occupies that position, yet
I regret to say I know so much of him
that I am convinced he is not the person
who can properly represent land in this
country.

Mg. Borxms: You don't know him.

Me. QUINLAN : I do know him, and
I know also that the new Ministry are
composed of goldfields representatives to
the extent of two-thirds. I alsoknow the
new Minister for Lands better than the
member for Boulder knows him. With
regard to the incursion of rabbits, I agree
entirely with the action proposed by the
Government, and I regurd it somewhat as
a reflection on nyself and the late Govern-
ment that they did not take steps to
provide some remedy for keeping back
the rabbits. T did urge it on the former
Premier, Sir John Forrest, but he did
not seem to realise the danger that
thyeatened us. However, I wish to give
wmy hearty support now to the measure
proposed by the Govermment, especially
if it takes the form recommended by
the Rabbit Commission in their report.
With regard to the introduction of
apples, I represent a district which
is probably the most prominent for
the production of apples and produets
of that nature; and I am bound to do all
that is possible to prevent the likelihood
of the codlin moth being introduced into
this State. As the Government have
deemed fit to remove the prohibition and
make new regulations for inspection, I
hope they will see those regulations
strictly carried out; because the danger
is well known to all members present. I
have visited Tasmania, and have there
seen the great devastation which follows
the introduction of this pest. It has
been urged within the last few days that
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there is not more danger of the admission
of the codlin moth, when inspection is
properly carried out, than there was in
regard to the introduction of tick in
cattle from one part of the State to
another ; bat I say that while there is
danger in both instances, yet in regard to
removing the restrictions on cattle and
taking the risk as to spreading the tick,
we were serving an industry in our own
State, and were justified in running some
risk in order o supply the peopls with
fresh meat which was so much needed. I
am entirely in accord with the member for
Claremont (Mr. Sayer) in regard to the
better drafting of Bills which are to be
brought before this House. The practice
hitherto obtaining here does not do eredit
to the past admimstration; and the time
has come when we should remedy that
state of things. I am glad the Premier,
who i8 a trained man in this regard,
has seen fit to take some action. It is
necessary that Bills should be better
drafted, for they are often thrown before
members at a day’s notice, and most of
us are not lawyers; so that it is very
difficult at times to grasp the real mean-
ing of the provisions contained in the
clauses of a Bill. Altogether this is one
of the most ugeful steps that can be, taken,
and I believe it is through the instru.
mentality of the member for Claremont
that this change is being introduced.

Mgz. George: Another leaf out of the
book of the old Government !

Mzr. QUINLAN: Reference is also
nade to . Public Service Board. I re-
member at the time when the existing
Act was before the House as a Bill, 1t;

was characterised by Mr. Moorhead, the -

member for some part of the Murchison,
as a farce. And it has proved to be a
tarce. I trust that in the new measure
to be introduced provision will be made
for a board independent of and outside
members altogether, and to Le paid men.
Farther, no one in any way conuected
with the civil service should be appointed
to that board. While I must pay the
respect that s due to the Under-Secre-
taries who are supposed to administer
the departments at the present time—I
know them all, and I have the greatest
confidence in them—still I consider their
training is not such as to qualify
them for the proper administration of
the civil service. Those geotlemen have
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been trained in a particular line which
has not given them the commercial
experionco necessary for the successful
administration of the service,. Go to any
private firmm, or {0 any man who has to
earn his living out of the people he
employs, and you will find that his
methods are very different from those,
for instance, adopted in making appoint-
ments to the public service. At the
present time, if you are a person of
mfluence and want to get some one into
the Government service, you can get him
in: it does not matter whether he has
breins or not, he ie bound to ““ get there.”
Poor persons have no chance whatever:
there never has been an opportunity
given to the poorer classes of the com-
munity to enter the Grovernment service.

A Memser: The new Ministry are
altering all that.

Mr. QUINLAN: The new Ministry
have done nothing yet, and T have grave
doubts as to their doing all they promise.
As for plural voting and redistribution of
seats, I agree with these proposals ; but
T feel pretty certain the redistribution of
seats is not a matter likely to be taken in
hand. No one knows this' better than
the members of the present Government.
They are not going to introduce all those
things which the Address-in-reply con-
tains. The abolition of plural voting
and the redistribution of seats counstitute
one of the matters that cannot be dealt
with this session; and I question very
wmuch whetber the Government intend to
deal with it this session. T have said
both these matters have my approval; but,
at the same time, the Government will
not get redistribution of seats on the terms
they propose. There are other interests
in the country to be considered besides
those of the mining industry, I may
remind Ministers; and although the
population may not be the same in every
district of the State, still we must have
regard to the question of the permanency
of the various populations. We have
had proof of the shifting nature of the
goldfields communities in the past. We
know there was once a p}a,ce called
Kanowna where they had some 10,000
people—for just about a week or two;
but most of those 10,000 people had
gone somewhete else in the following
week or two. In view of such cases
as this, the Govermment will not, I
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to introduce a redistribution of seata
measure, -that there are in this com-
munity interests which existed before
ever gold-mining was dreamt of, before
the goldfields were ever thought of. As
to the Electoral Act, I wish to refer to a
case lately before the court—that of the
member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Johnson).
I hope we shall not have a repetition of
that kind of thing. It is disastrous that
the law in this respect should be so vague
as to allow a wan to be pestered in such
a way, to be worried by any person, be he
what he will. And this is quite apart
fromm any consideration of expemse. I
hope a continuance of this kind of thing
will not be tolerated when the measure
comes before this House. As for the
Midland Railway Company’s lands, I join
in the opinion of all other members—I
have not heard an expression of opinion
to the confrary—that the sooner these
lands are acquired by the State the better
for all concerned. But I will go even
farther. I shall be prepared to support
a measure for the purchase of that land
by the State, even if we have to pay one
bundred or two hundred thousand pounds
more than 1t is worth, in order to secure
the land and termimate the concession.
In connection with this matter, I have to
express my regret that my friend the
Colonial Treasurer on a certain occasion
seems to have forgotten himself. Had
he been one of those who imbibe any-
thing in the way of whisky or cham-
pagne, I might have forgiven him ; but
as I know that he drinks nothing stronger
than sodawater, 1 cannot pardon his
giving the country away by saying that
the value of the Midland concession is
£1,350,000, or uttering words to that
effect.

Tre CoronNriaL TrREAsURER: I never
said anything of the kind.

Mr. QUINLAN: It was so reported.

Tae CoroNial TrREASUBRER: I never
said anything of the sort.

Mr. QUINLAN: T am not a land
agent, und T do not want to make any-
thing out of the purchase of the Midland
Company's concession; bul I want the
country to make something out of it. I
do want the country to acquire that con-
cession at a reasonable cost, so that there
may be some profit in the transaction.
We have it from the late Governwment
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that negotiations have been in progress
for some time and that the Midland
Company have offered their concession
for £1,250,000. We have also heard
that negotiations are still going on, and
that now the question of a sale at
£1,100,000 iz between the two parties—
or, at any rate, was between them when
the late Government was in office. Know-
ing these facts, are we justified in
supporting a Government who send forth
a ga.binet. Minister to declare that the
Btate will go as far as £1,350,000, at
which price we should not obtain value ?

Ture CoLowiarL TREAsURER: I mever
said that.

Mr. QUINLAN: I will forgive the
hon. gentleman becanse he is only new.
But don’t let it oceur again. ‘

THE Cononial TREASURER:
not occur then.

Mer. QUINLAN: That’s all very well.
SBodawater, go up top.

Mk. Hopxins: You have his absolu-
tion : you are all right now.

Mx. QUINLAN : I hope, too, that the
Government will see fit to make a
special provision for the better auditing
of our railway concerns. I am entirely
opposed fo the present methods, and I
hoplf and trust that the Premier will
make a note of this; for I believe that
with closer supervision we should get
better value for our money, and altogether
a better system will prevail.  Of course,
this is only the opinion of an humble
outsider; but I have had some training
in business, and I venture to say that if
I had the control of that department a
very considerable number of those officers
who are now occupied in tying red-tape
ronnd bundles of papers would be
dispensed with. I went down to the
Perth railway station recently at 8 o’clock
in the morning, and had to wait an bour
to get my business attended to—it was to
load some horses—notwithatanding the
fact that T had given notice the day before
that I would require a truck. I went
there and found the officials standing
about doing nothing. The railways are
over-manned : the employees are falling
over one another in the department. I
say, get rid of all these ceremonial
functions, of all this red-tape about
papers having to be signed and forms to
be filled up. Do as you would if you

It did
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had a commercial training, and dispense
with half the officers.

A MEmser: Start at the top.

Mr. QUINLAN: Yes; start at the
top, and cut down some of those big fat
salaries : never mind the working class,
I desire to draw the attention of the
Government to one matter which I say
ought to be dealt with, for which spectal
provision ought to be made in the future.
In the past it has not been the custom
to do what I am about to suggest; but I
think the suggestion is a good one. In
my opinion, at any rate, it 1s a first-class
one. The suggestion is that so soon as
the way is clear the Grovernment should
adopt a new method in respect of revenue.
Instead of treating the proceeds of the
sale of land as revenue, those moneys
should be devoted to their sole proper
purpose—they should pass through the
channels of the Agricultural Bank, We
should never part with the capital or
assets of the country; and we are doing
this in improperly using moneys which
are the proceeds of the sale of our
capital, that is to say our land. We have
hitherto called that money revenue, and
used it as such.

Tre CorontarL Treasurer: Hear,
hear. We argued for that years ago.

Mr. QUINLAN: I never heard it
mentioned before.

TrE CoLoXIAL TREAsURER: Oh, yes.

Mr. QUINLAN: Well, the preseut
Colonial Treasurer did mention a few
years ago that the proceeds of land sales
should be kept separate; he mentioned
that these moneys should not be used as
revenue. In that I entirely concur. For
take the case of a person who has 100
acres of freehold property, or say 1,000
acres of freehold, and he says to himself,
*To provide for my family I will sell 10
acres (or 100 acres) per annum” (as the
case may be): at the end of 10 years
that man’s capital has been dispersed—
his assets are gone.

Mgr. Hopxins: Itis not so with the
State: the State still has its powers of
taxation.

Me. QUINLAN: Don't be so beld,
even if you are “ Boulder.” I know
something about land business. If, as
we suppose, the man part with 10 acres or
100 acres yearly, as the case may be, for
10 years, at the end of the 10 ysars he
will have no capital left; and the man
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and his wife and family must starve.
The case is similar with the State; it is
the same with the State as with a private
individual. You should never pari with
your assets : always have them 1n land or
m monay. Therefore, I say, let the
proceeds from the sale of Crown lands
pass through the Agricultural Bank.
Then you will have the means of pro-
viding funds for that bank, and, I may
observe, will not find it mnecessary to
borrow money from the Savings Bank.

M=, Hoprins: Your arguments are
all right enough, but the cases are not
similar.

Mr, QUINLAN: The member for
Kanowna (Mr. Hastie) referred to the
expenditure on the coast, and remarked
how great it was compared with that on
the goldfields. Waell, T could scarcely
think he was in earnest in making that
statement, and I hope he will pardon me
if I contradict it— which I do now,
respectfully.

M=. Hasrie: There has been a very
libera! expenditure on the coast.

Mr. QUINLAN: I beg to give that
assertion a most emphatic denial. Money
has been spent on the goldfields by
thousands; 1t has been lavished there.

Mg. HaeTie: Where?

Me. QUINLAN: I know where it is;
I have been there. They do not need to
go down the mines for money. T know
the miner has been taking money from
the State and spending it on the gold-
fields. And yet representatives of the
uining community come here and tell us
that nothing has been spent on the pold-
fields, and that everything has been spent
on the coast. Now, the least 1 can say is
thut our friends from the fields show black
ingratitude in making such a statement.
I rose, not with the intention of delaying
the House for an hour or more, but
because T felt that I would be justified
in saying a few words, seeing that I have
been waiting some days for the younger
members to get up and relieve their
chests. I have only one other point to
make. I do trust that this will be the
last occasion on which we shall hear
anything of the “ old Government.” That
expression is not appropriate now. It has
been continually said since the Address-
in-reply was moved in this House, that
we on this side are the old Government.
T ask hon. members to dismiss that idea
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from their minds at once, I was not one
of the old Government.

A MemBER: The “ brutal majority.”

Mr. QUINLAN: I never goi any
thousands a year for my services; I gave
my services, as I give them now, aé my
friends here also give theirs, voluntarily
and freely. Therefore, we on this side
do not want to be designated as the old
Government. I was never in the old
Cabinet; but I say to hon. members
opposite, ““If you do not behave yourselves,
we shall be over there before long.”

At 627 o'clock, the Spearer left the
Chair.

At 730, Chair resumed.

/MILWAY WORKERS' BTRIEE.
REQUEST BY THE PREMIEE.

Tae PreEmier (Hon. G. Leake):
Before the debate is resumed on the
motion before the House, 1 desire as a
matter of urgency to suggest that the
debate on the Address-in-reply should be
concluded as guickly as possible, with the
intention thaf§l may move to suspend the
Standing Orders and sabmif to the House
a motion dealing with the question of
the strike. 1 desire to say I regret
exceedingly, owiny to the procedure, that
we were unable to discuss the matter this
afternoon; and matters bave reached
such afjelimax that I deem it in the
interests of the country to be my duty
to ask the House to consider this matter
before everything else.  Consequently
I make this announcement to the House,
that if hon. members insist on speaking
they shopld cut their remarks as short as
possiblg,to that 1 may ask the opinion
of the House on the questicn of this
unfortunate matter.

Mg. C. Harrer : It comes rather hard
on us, I think, that the Premier should
ask us to curtail whatever we may have
to say on this subject, in the interests of
thl§ Government, because we have not put
the Government in the position they are
in.

Texz Premizr: May [ rise in explana-
tion ¥ T am perfectly willing, if the rules
of the House will allow it, that the debate
on the Address-in-reply be adjourned in
order that this matter be considered Jbut
I understand that on account of the
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' Standing Orders, such course cannot be

taken. I certainly agree to it, if the
Speaker thinks it can be done.

Trg Spescee: The Standing Orders
provide that no business, except formal
matters, can be transacted until the
Address-in-reply has beenfhgread to.

Mr. Hanrer: I should be glad if the
debate could be postponed ; but the ruling
of the Speaker is that we cannot do it
under the Standing Orders of the House.

Tae SpearEr: T may say that the
Address-in-reply not being concluded,
many important matters ﬂ.rghung up.

Mr. Hanper: We do Dot take the
responsibility of that. We have a right
to express our ideas, our wishes and
thoughts on the Address-in-reply; and as
we shall have n¢ other opportunity of
doing so, therefore T do not think it is
right we should Jcurtail our remarks
because of the difficulty the Gtovernment
arein.

Tue Premier: The Government are
in no difficulty. The ‘country is in the
difficulty.

Mke. F. Conrvor: Through the Govern-
ment,

ADDRESS—DEBATE RESUMED,

Mz. C. HARPER (Beverley): I pro-
ceed now to speak on the Address-in-reply.
From t.hei:a.rious speeches which have
fallen fr the Ministerial benches, in
fact from all the members on the Minis-
teriul side, it appears to me the Ministry
do not quite know how they got into the
difficulty.

Tas PreMIER : Hear, hear.

Mer. HARPER: They do not quite
know how it is theyfishould be on the
Treasury benches, and I thought I might
enlighten members on that point. When
the lagt Parliament was over, in fact
before, many of us on the Government
gide of the House were more or less dis-
contented with the action of the late
Premier; and as thidfeeling had existed
for at least twelve months, I had no
hesitation in expressing myself in thai
direction m the House. I even went go
far as to vote against the Ministry on one
occasion on a motion of want of confidence.
I felt, and a great many in the}country
felt with me, that to a great exXtent the
country was made to suffer for the
ambition of politiciaus. I made uwp my
mind as far as I could that I should
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prevent that party, or the remains of
that party, from taking office again.
What the hon. members oppositQSeem
to be rather puzzled about is why the
discontented supporters of the policy of
the old party should not bave joined the
then Opposition. I think it is a very
great difference between expressing one'’s
disapproval of one man and approval of
another. I disapproved of many of th
actions of the late Premier, and T also
disapproved of a great deal of the policy
of the late Opposition. I did not feel
justified because of the opposition of one
or two men on my side that I should join
the other side.  Therefgre I maintained
my position as belongingfto what I con.
sider to a large extent the party repre.
genting the solid interests of the country
—the older solid interests—and I have
seen no reason to alter my opinion, I
asked myself this question: What have
the Ministry done while in Qpposition to
gain the confidence of theffagricultural
comumunity ¥ As far as the present
Premier goes, he has often treated us
with some interesting, well I will not say
‘“interesting,” but encouraging platitudes;
but, as far as doing anything for the
agricultural interests, I am at a loss to
find anything. I regret, too, that the
Ministergwithout a portfolio, the member
for East Perth (Hon. W, H.James), as far
as I know and as far as I have been
able to glean, has looked on the agmi-
cultural industry generally with a con.
siderable amount of contempt. He was
the gentleman who, at the first Federal
Conventio%ppem'ed as if he was going
to be the champion of the agricultural
interests of the country, and he made a
warm and earnest speech in support of
the interests of that particular class of
the community. Subsequently he changed
his views altogether, and when the
agricultural community, or some of the
agriculturists took him to taskjand
accused him of turning on them, he
made use of that memorable phrase
that if the agriculturist did not agree
with his views he had the soul of
a potato and the stomach of a pig.
I may say also that, so far as T know and
have beerfable to glean, the agricultural
communit} have very little confidence in
the Colonial Treasurer (Hon. F. Illing-
worth), He has, on several occasions,
been conspicuous for indiscrest utterances;
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and one of the things he said the other
day--I do not know whether with the
idea of encouraging the agriculturalfpom-
munity—was that if he could buy' the
Midland concessions, he would sell the
land at a higher price than had been
charged to anyoue else in the country.
That does not look as if we should have
much hope of getting on the land. The
varions members on the Governmenf{fside
of the House who touched upon matters
pertaining to agriculture have given
us more or less vague ideas of what
they would do to assist the agricultural
industry ; for it is generally agreed that
something should be done for agriculture.
The member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner)
suggested that the} Government should
ascertain from the Yarmers what labour
they wanted, and how long they could
keep it employed ; and that the Govern.
ment should then import such labour
from abroad. That does not appear to
me to be very practical : I do not think it
likely to be ever carried out.§ The member
for Boulder (Mr. Hopkin8) alsc had a
little to say, and suggested that the farmer
should do sowething in the way of
starting another business: that, not
having enough to do at his own business,
he should become a vendor of his goods,

Mr. Oars: And have no middleman.|

Mer. HoreiNs: You are making a
mistake, I think.

Mr. HARPER: I do not think so.
The member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish),
however, gave us some very interesting
statements 4s to what he would do in the
way of developing agriculture. For one
thing, he would recommend that higher
waged be paid. {SEVERAL MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] I am glad to bear that. I
shall presently return to his remarks.
The member for the Murchison (Mr.
Nuanson), who, I am sorry to see, is not
present—[A Mewser: He is here]-—I
am glad to hear it—he delivered a
homilfjas to why we agricultural mem-
bers shbuld be sitting on this (Opposition)
side of the Housze. Of course, one does not
take much notice of such uiterances from
new members, because they are generally
made by new members. But he pointed
out, although he made a slight mistake
in sofdoing, that he was the only member
on that (Government) side of the House
representing an agricultural commumnity.
There is an old saying which he evidently
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did not remember at the time, that “one
gwallow does not make a sumwmer.” One
agricultural member on the Government
gide of the Housfmay, by-and-by, have
much more difficlity in justifying his
support of the (Government than he has
in blaming us for not being on his side.
Amongst these varions views of members
on the Government side, there is not
the faintest hope foreshadowed of any
assistance whatever to the§important
industry of agriculture. The miner, the
artisan, and the town labourer desire to
do—what ? To assist agriculture. The
way in which they propose to do it is to
raise the price of labour in the towns and
in the mines, and to reduce the value of
it in'the country. That is what they
desire, from atart to finish.

Mge. Horgrns : To break up the rings
is what we want to do.

Mze. HARPER : “ A fair day’s pay
for a fair day’s work:” that is what the
member for Subiaco syid was the desire
of his party. That is‘; very good thing,
so long as men can get 1t all round. (Me,
GEeoraE: Hear, hear.) The principle of
unionigm, as far as I have been able to
glean, is that a man shall not use more
than half his capacity in the day, and
that he shall geffa full day's pay for that.
(SEverar MemBErs: Oh!) [am glad
to hear the objection; because if the
hon. members interjecting know anything
of the laws and rules of unionism, they
know that, wherever you can ascertain
them, the prineiple to_ which I have
referred willee found. § (A MEMBER :
What is your authority?) I will give
you my authority. By what is called the
London rule, a bricklayer at some kinds
of work can lay 1,200 bricks a day;
but at ordinary work he can easily lay,
on the average, 750. The unionfjrules,
however, step in aund absolu fix
the day's work as not to exceed 500.
A similar fact was realised two or
three years ago, during the engineering
strike in England. It came out most
distinctly when the master machinists had
to put boys and other unskilled ]&bom‘gn
work which had previously been done'by
union men. They found that in the case
of the drilling machine, while the union
would not allow men to bore more than,
I think, 10 feet in a day with one
machine, hoys and unskilled labourers
could do double tha.t"amou.nt. of work.
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That is the principle of unionism. I do
not say it is not right; I think it isa
very good principle ; but I say it should
be applied all round.

MEe. Daeuise : What is your anthority
for that statement P

Me. HARPER: I thought the hon.
membemnd his party kuew so much
about uhionism that they would have all
those rules at their fingers’ ends,

Mgr. Daerrse: That is not one of our
rules, you know.

Mr. HARPER: The member for
Boulder (Mr. Hopkins) has given notice
of a motiop for a select committee to
inquire howjpeople can be supplied with
an abundatice of meat at a reasonable
price. I think the hon. wember has the
distinction of representing a city in which,
a year or 8o ago—at any rate, this has
been stated publicly, and never denied—
s baker started to reduce the price]of
bread to 6d., and he had notice that'he
would not be allowed to do so, and that
he must put it up to 8d. But I want to
know why the hon. member did not add
some other things to the programme of
the select commit.tee‘of inquiry. For
instance, they might? inquire why we
cannot get a full supply of bread at the
cheapest possible rate.

Mr. Hoprrins: We will
later on.

Mz. HARPER: And whisky.

Mz. Hopring: We do not want that:
that is a luxury.

Mzr. HARPER : I believe breadfimeat,
and whisky are the three principal things
required in the hon. member’s city.

M=z. Hopring: It has altered since you
left.

Mr. HARPER: I dare say; but the
hon. member has many friends in that
city who are interested in thg sale of
bread and whisky ; and it is only}fair that
the general commuuity should bhave an
opportunity of pointing out how these
products might be reduced in price.

Mz. Horrins: Well, move for a select
committee to inquire into it.

Mr. HARPER: If the hon. member
will add those articles to his motion I
ghall be most happy toRassist hini. The
member for Subiaco (M¥. Daglish) made
one Btatement which I think is rather
startling. He said with regard to the
fruit industry that in his locality, I

deal with that

., understood, he often saw children evi-
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dently ‘suffering from the lack of fruit
acids; and for that reason he would be
quite prepared to see any amount of
injury done to any industry: that was
the most important thing required, at all
events as far as his observation went.
Mg. DaarisH : That is not correct.
Mr. HARPER : I can refer to Hansard,
which will bear me out, that the hon,
membérfwould be prepared to sacrifice
any industry which stood in the way of
building up a strong human being. I
think those were something like the words
he used ; and he specified the necessity of
fruit acids for children. Well, from that
one might suppose that the apple was the
only production of nature which had in
it any fruit acid. However, to show how
deeply the hon. member studies these
matters, I wish to put before the House
what the industry really is which he said
he would be prepared to sacrifice. Years
ago, when this matter of fruitta.me up,
many of us realised that this collntry had
not a pgreat wmany opportunities for
developing an export trade; that we had
not the vast prairie areas which many
countries possess, or large fertile plains
for wheat growing ; and that we should
therefore have to make the best offjwhac
we bhad. And we realised that, an
export fruit business could be established
and maintained, there was a splendid
opening. I think it was about 1889 that
the regulations, which have lately been so
much under discussion; were recom-
mended, and passed by the Government
of thgda.y ; and I wish to point out the
reasons why many of us urged that this
was a matter of great moment, and why,
up till to-day, we maintain the same con-
tention. We took the example of Cali-
fornia, as being one of the !ea.diug gold

countries in the world, and fthe leading

fruit-producing country. [
Afterwards.] I find that the total gold
yield of California, in its best year, which
was 1852, was 17 millions sterling. That
fell in 1892 to two
it rose to three andjp-quarter millions in
1897, and has been Heclining ever since.

Mr. Oars: At first, it was alluvial—-
surface gold.

Me. Dorerty: It was gold, all the
same,

Me. HARPER : The fruit exported by

California, exclusive of local consumpt.i03| .
|

and fruits wsed in making wine an

{

MEMBER : |

nd a-half millions; i
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brandy, had a value in 1891 of 3
millions sterling. In 1800, the export,
exclusive of the local requirements of 11
millions of people, was 8 millions sterling.
So here'we have one of the leading gold
countries of the world, at onditime export-
ing gold to the value of 1V millions a
year; but its gold production has fallen,
and the fruit has overtaken it long ago.
Take the last ten years as a standard.

Tue Minister For Mings: Have they
any prohibitive regulations ?

Mzr. HARPER: Yes; ours are taken
fronftheirs. They are almost the same,
Calit®rnia's gold production for the ten
years ending 1899 was, in round num-
bers, 28 millions sterling. The fruit
export in the same time was 52 millions.
The yield of gold includes everything,
and represents the total production; but
myfifigures in regard to fruit exclude that
consumed locally and used for wine and
brandy. The total produetion of gold in
California has been 274 millicns sterling.
I have not the total export of fruit; but
if it bas not overtaken the gold export, it
very soon will.§ The production of gold
is diminishing’; but that of fruit is
increasing, and will probably continue as
loug us the earth endures, Thut is the
peint I have always maintained: we
ghould work with all our energy to take
advantage of the briliant future which
can he secured for thegfruit industry.

| [SevErar MemBERs: Hear, hear.] Long

after our friends here have passed from
view or have embraced some other scope
for their energies, the producer on the
soil, if protected, will have estublished a
large industry in which teus of thousands
of people will be employed, when the
goldfielddrill have lapsed. Incidentally,
I would Buggest that if the member for
Bubiaco (Mr. Daglish) asked a medical
gentleman, that gentleman would tell him
perbaps that for one child who suffers
from the lack of fruit, twenty or thirty
suffer from too much.

Me. Dasrise: T went to & member on
the other gide,

Mz, HARPER: Perhaps the bhon.
member did not go to the right one.

Me. D, J. Domgrry: He did not go
with a fee in his hand.

Me. Oats: No.

Me. HARPER: The member for
Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) said to his own
(Government) side that he wa‘*much
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disappointed the Government bad done ' as I have already said, the mines, appar-.

nothing to knock out the food duties,
He wanted the price of food to be lower.

Mz. OQars: I should think so.

Mz, HARPER: He wanis wages
raised, the time of labour shortened, and
food cheaper. That may sound very well
from one point off§view, but those wem-
bers who represent labour should not
represent it in one section only, but if
they would represent the spirit of labour,
it should be all labour. They expect the
country man to produce their food at far
below a living wage. [Severar Mem-
BERS : Hear, hear.] They nskfhat the
town man or mining man shall work his
eight hours and shall not use his full
capacity, but that the agricultural
labourer shall work the whole day, his 12
or 14 hours, and get a minimum return.

A Mewmere (Opposition) : I do not.

M. W. J. GeoRGE :‘Tha.t is the result
of the policy you advocate,

Mr. HARPER: I am not accusing
them individually, but it is the spirit of
the age. Let members take the policy
desired—a rise of wages, sbortened houre,
and cheapened food. Let any of them
ask himself what prospects there areffor
a young man; what are the openings for
him ?

A Meuser: He might mine.

Me. HARPER: Yes; he might, but I
understand the mines are already supplied
with all the labour they need, and that
there are many men without employinent.
Tt appears to me there will be onlfa few
industries left, il that policy be carried
out; namely the mining, the timber
industry, Government raillways, and the
unemployed. These are the four indus.
tries left.

M=z, Hoprrng: Whatabout the middle-
man ?

Mr. HARPER: As for a man going
on the lgnd, it is absolutely absurd. It
would bdka good thing if all those mem-
bers who talk so much about agriculture
and know so little of it, did 12 months’
work on a farm, and then they would
know something about it.

Me. Horxins: They would get better
results. My experience was on a farm,
not ilRan orchard.

MEe¥ Jacory : It was too hard work for
you.

" Mr. HARPER: With regard to
mining, I would like to point out that,

ently, have as much labour as they
require. I do not kmow what_develop-
ments may take place, but from§what we
are told we canuot get many more people
into the mines unless you extend your
railways.

Mg. Hoepkins: There are the prefer-
ential rates.

Mz. HARPER: I will touch on prefer-
entja] rates, but here is the point. It is
well known in transport science that, if
you raise rates,fyou stop traffic.

Mz=. Horrins: Reduce the number of
trains.

Mr. HARPER : Would you be able to
extend the railways if they were not
paying sufficient to imeet the upkeep?
Because whether you run trains or not
the staff has to be kept. If_the hon.
member studies railways & bitfmore, as
well as farming, he will know more about
the subject.

Mz. Dorerry: He might be a porter
on the railways.

AnoTHER MEMBER: A sub-porter.

Mr. HARPER: What I have said
with regard to the policy of making
labour easier in towns and reducing its
value on the la.ndfs not peculiar to West
Australia, but theé system exists all the
world over, and that is the cause of men
leaving the land. That exists not only
here but everywhere else, and it is due to
the organisation of labour. People do
not seem to realise that, if you pa&high
wages 10w, you are raising the cdst of
living. You must do so. For instance,
the price of a building in London to-day
ia just double what it was fifteen years
ago. The same thing applies here; 1 do
not know to what extent, but it must be
0.} Every time yon raise the price of a
bri€k, you increase the price of a building,
and at the game time you are reducing
the value of the man on the land, who
congequently says, “I cannot live in com-
petition with those men.”

M=z. Hopxing: They would have to
makdfbricks.

Mi.HARPER: Yes; make bricks. Men
leave the land and then people in the city
say “ Why do they not go on the land
and work ? "' but they take good care not
to go on the land themselves,

Mg. Dagrisp: That is why California
is 8o costly. .
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Mr. HARPER: California is8 in a
different position. Ths people there found
that wheat did not pay, and they turned
to fruit. My friend says thie froit indus-
try is not worth considering. Hon. mem-
bers talk about supply and demand, but
that is the very thing unionismn condemns
and will havefnothing to do with. There
ia an old Britlsh saying that competition
is the soul of trade; but that is entirely
exploded. Thers must be no competition.
If you inquire into the spread of unionism,
you will find it haeg extended to one of
the most powerful organisations in the
world,'na.mely the shipping industry, for
I undérstand that the large steamship
companies of the world are uniting in
their system of trade, and it is a simple
thing, when you come to look at it. It
does not matter what the product is, if
they see that one country isima,king a
good deul of profit on the article which
they carry, they raise the prices, not
because they cannot carry cheaper, but
they say, “ Now we are united, we fix the
price, and no one will carry for less: you
eannot get it carried for less.”” Therefore
the wholdgthing works in a circle in that
way. BEvery attempt made to lighten
labour has had its effect upon the cost of
living, and it does not matter what youn
do you cannot get away from that fact.
One member said something about rings
just now. These combinations are rings
when they consist of capitalists, but I
eontend that the greatest ring of all is
the ring of unionists, and members whe
represent labour cannot with any degiee
of logic condemn that of which they have
set the example. I do not blame them,
but that is the principle.] The principle
is that of a combination of men to get the
utmost they can, and to sell what they
produce at the highest price; and what T
assert is that they must not blame other
people for doing the same thing. Let

me suggest to my Labour friends overf}

there to try to form a union amongst the
men who de not employ labour but earry
out the whole of the work themselves.
‘Why not get these men to unite and say,
“The value of our labour is as much
the value of that of men in the i;owns.""s
Mr. Guoree: Why should they not?
Me. HARPER: I shall be glad to assist
the hon. member all I can to do that; and
the result would be that men would say,
* The value of the. product of our labour
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will necessitate perhaps doubling the price
of flour and very§many other things,
and we shall call upon you to organise
and prevent anyone selling under those
values.”

Mz. Hopkins: Thatis only a supposi-
tion.

Me. HARPER: That would be a fair
way of meeting the difficulty, if the spirit
of unicnigm and the protection of labour
are to goil\ round,

M=z. DAerisa: You want to abolish
that, and get your good prices.

Mz. HARPER: I am speaking of the
man who works on the land and does not
make four or five shillings a day.

M. Dasrise : He sells to the middle-
man,

Mgr. HARPER: Then you could
extend theffinfluence of unionism and say,
“You can sell direct to us.”” That will
give you a fine market, and if you
guarantee to double his profit, so that he
shall get o fair wage, it will be the best
possible means of puttipg men on the
land, and keeping themPthere. FPeople
are always talking about putting men on
the land ; but where are you to get the
men from, and how are you going to keep
them there ¥ There is one simple means
of doing it, and that is by enguring that
a man gets a fair day's or a fair
day’s work, Aud it s]:loulg}l be within the
power of this House to suggest a meang
by which this eould be done.

A MemeER: Teach them their busi-
ness.

Mzr. HARPER: There is another
point. Perhaps it is rather trite, but to
me it appears very important. Thel
wholé€ of the labour people and a great
many others in this State lately gavea
vote in favour of free-trade. I do not
koow whether members grasp what that
means in the long run. The realisation
of free-trade, which is obviously coming *
about,' means that in the§eourse of a few
years the Chinaman will be able to
undersell Neweastle coal in Syduney, and
machinery of any kind also. I dare say
some hon, members will scoff at this, but
perhaps they do not read. Only just
before — [Mr. Horgins: We are not
afraid of the inferior‘na,tions, anyway]—
the cutbreak of the rebellion in China
the Chinese Government were making
their own engines—[Mk. Hoprins: Im-
porting them, you mean]—for their rail-

1

’
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ways at 25 per cent. less cost than they
could import them for from the cheapest
manufacturers in Europe and America.
An enormously wealthy §syndicate has
now acquired some of the richest coal and
iron mines in the world close by the
Yang-tsi-Kiang River, and has established
enormous ironworks there. This syndi-
cate will be in a position to dominate the
whole of the Bastern part of the world
with itz output. Therdlis no place inthe
world where you can gbt material more
cheaply, and hon. members know that
in no part of the world can you get
cheaper labour than in China. Nowhere
will you find more industrious people.
The syndicate I speak of is a rather
remarkable one. Theaappea,rs to have
been a concession granted by the Chinege
Government on a very interesting basis.
The Government, I understand, are pay-
ing the manager of this enormous concern
at the rate of £12,000 a year.

Mgx. Hopkins: Good gracious! I shall
go there.

Mr. HARPER: | Al the heads of the
branches are engaged, the various works
are all plotted out, and the necessary
buildings are in course of erection. The
heads, like the manager, are paid very
high salaries. The engagements of the
manager and the heads are for a limited
number of years—tenfjor twelve years.
By that time the Chinaman reckons he
will know all about the business, and
then he will pension off the whole of the
managing staff : that is provided for in
their agreements. The man with £12,000
a year will retire on a pensionfpf £5,000
a year, and so onrightalong. "Now what
will be the position of your miner in
Newcastle or your iron-founder in and
about Sydney, when the influence of that
is brought home to him ?

Mr. Horxins : The person who would
e mosfinterested in a discussion of that
is Mr. George Reid.

Mr. HARPER: The hon. and bril-
liant member for Boulder wmay sacoff,
but

Mer. Hoprrns: It is a Commonwealth
question : it does not come within the
sphere of local politics.

Mr. HARPER: The Japanese also
are advancing, and even more rapidly.
They are now building their own battle-
ships, and arming them too. Uunless

[ASSEMBLY.]

Debate, sizth day.

we are prepared to probibit—{Me.
MoorHEAD: Apples]—goods from these
conntries, they will take our trade; and
you know exactly what will happen then.
Just wait for the first man to be dis-
charged from an iron-fouudryr!or a coal-
minp becauss of cheaper materfal brought
in from elsewhere, and you will very soon
see plenty of protectionists in Awstralia.
I shall revert for one moment to the
question of apples. I am glad to see the
member for North Murchison (}r.
Moorhead) reminded ne of somethinplin
regard to it. I will read him a letter Bn
this subject received by a resident of. this
city from an experienced man, but I dare
say the hon. member will remain quite
sceptical —he says the fruit industry is
nothing. Now, I venture to say that if
afprocess of nature or sometbing else
bfought about a reduction of 25 or 30
per cent. in legal fees, we should hear
gsomething from the legal members.

Me. MoorEEap: I should not per-
sonally object.

Mr. HARPER : T am also afraid that
there would be a little bit of ﬁow if any
process of law or nature brought about a
loss, say, of 25 per cent., a losa as low as
25 per cent. and as high as 40 or 50 per
cent., on the product of the mines after
the gold had been producedy Hon.
members from the fields think it is
nothing because it isa poor agriculturist’s
loss; but if the loss affects their own
pockets, it is another thing altogether.
However, I will just read one or two
extracts from——

M=e. Hasrie : Take it as read,

Mz. HARPER : This is fronfja fruit-
grower in Mount Gambier, where, ag I
dare say hon. members know, plenty of
apples are grown. Writing to afriend in
this State he says :—

I notice by the papers that your Govern-
ment are going to allow apples to be imported
intq Western Australia, and that the growers
areffafraid of codlin meoth being introduced.
Well, I hope for the aake of your orchardista
you do not get this fearful pest into your
gardens; as.we have had all our gardens
hero visited with it this year, and you, know-

ing the quantity of apples we used to he
blessed@with, will be surprised to know that

une ot get an apple fif to eat here now.
M=r. Hopkins: He did not look after
his orchard.
Mr. Qars: What we want to know is,
how can we geot apples ?
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Ms. HARPER: Here is an extract
from apother letter, received from Tas-
ma.niatPerhap certain phrases in this
letter Will delight some hon. members;
but I will read it to show that I am
fair :—

If I were a public man in Western Aus-
tralia I wounld advocate with all my strength the
removal of this cruel embargo, and at the
same time ta.ke;levary possible precaution,
short of prohibit®n, to prevent the introduc-
tion of codlin moth and other pests.

Tue Miwtsrer rFor Mines: What
about the restrictions in the new regula-
tions P

Mg. HARPER: I will touch on that.
The point I take is that I have no objec-
tion, looking at it from griculturist's
point of view, to competitidn in the sale
of apples: I never have had. But as
regards any competition which ie to cause
a loas of from 25 to 50 per cent. and
even 60 per cent. in the prodl:ﬁ:t of aman’s
labour, I say itgis ridiculous to ask him
to encounter it.

Me. Hoprmvs: That is only supposi-
tious.

Mr. HARPER: The hon. wmember
speaks from his ignorance.

M=r. Horring: You are an authority
on ignorance. You are an authority on
everything.

Mr. HARPER: I hope the hon.
member will urge the appointing of
select committee which will take evidence
and otherwise weigh the matter. It is
no use my making these statements: I
do not wish to be taken as an authority.
I have had no experience of the codlin
, moth, and I hopg that I never shall have
Jany. ANI wisﬁo urge is that there is
extreme ‘danger of its being introduced,
and io support of that view there is this
piece of evidence : this ig the only coun-
try in the world free from it. Get over
that as you can.

Msz. Jacony: y not keep it clean ?

Me. HARPER :Jf you find you can
keep it out, I shall be quite in accord
with any methods which may be adopted.
I say we do not fear competition. What
we look atisexport. TUnder these regula-
tions, if they are faithfully carried out—
I hope they will be——

Me. Horxins :'You are an authority
on everything.

Me. HARPER: The member for
Boulder speaks with a pood deal of
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ignorance. These regulations have been
enforced in respect of all other fruits
since 1889, and thousands and thousands
of cases of fruit have been brought in
under these regulations. § The hon. mem-
ber is absorbed in much higher studies,
and of course does not know anything
about these things. However, when he
does make an assertion it is just as well
for him to know what he is talking about.

Mr. Horxiye: I do know what I am
talking about.

Me. HARPER: It ie not a matter of
regulations: it is a matter of administra-
tion—that is the whole thing. These
things are most difficult to detect, and we
know that when you do get a disease into
acountry it is a little hard to get it out.
The poiut'I wish to urge is that this
House and this Parliament should make
provision, not only by regulations but by
being prepared to vote money, should this
disease or any other dangerous disease
break out here. Money should be pro-
vided in such caseto stamp out disease at
once andfcompensate the loser. I think
that is oBly fair. If a man suffers for
the good of his country, surely he ought
to be aided. But that, unfortunately, is
not provided for at present. If froit-
growers are willing to accept the position
of letting fruit come in under very care-
ful Bupervision, and if the Government
will” provide for compensation in the
case of an outbreak, I do not think we
can do anything better. There is very
Little doubt that in a very few years the
consumers in this country, provided you
keep out these pests, will have the best and
cheapest supply of fruit in Australasia.
Is not that worth waiting for ?

Me. Hastie: How many years ?

Mr. HARPER : How can I say?

A Memeer (Opposition) : Five years?

Mz, HARPER: Hens lay eggs, but
they do not ali hatch ; and soffwith trees,
you may plant them, but you cannot
ensure that in every case they will bear.
1f you look at any country in the tem-
perate latitudes of the whole world, you
find that the production of fruit has very
soon overtaken the local demand. I
would point again tofthe example of
California to show that™ere we have the
possibility of an enormous trade, which
may last for generations and generations ;
and I say it would be eriminal to sacrifice -
that possibibty for the sake of the
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immediate appetites of those who, per-
haps greedily, think they desire somethin

very urgently. I wish to point out that
there are many of us from the backwoods
who went for many, many a long year
without ever seeing an apple; and I do
not know that we suffered very much
from the deprivation, SoIlook with not
very much sympathyfon those who make
this outery. There id another point in it,
and that is, if people would not offer such
high prices for whisky and other things,
and show that they very urgently want
them and must huve them, why they
would get them much cheaper. Anyone
who hage;itra,velled in the Mediterranean
Imows that it is a principle of trade there
for the vendor to try to get as much as
he can. He has no standard rate or
price: he starts by asking ten times as
much as he will take; that is the custom
of hisitrade. Now, it happens that in
this Sthte the retail trade has fallen into
the hands of people from the Mediter-
ranean, and they practise just the same
system here. TIfwmy friend, the gentleman
representing Boulder, were to make a

resolution tp say to the vendors of whisky
and cigars

Mr. Horkins: We do not buy those
things.

A MemBER: What do you do, then?

Mr. HARPER : If he were to say to
the vendors of whisky and cigars, that
he would not pay the present price of one
shilling, then he would very soon get his
whisky and his§eigars for sixpence. It
is just the same with any other luxury.

Mr. Hastie : You would advocate low
wages and c¢neap whisky, then?

Mr. HARPER: There is one little
extract which J am afraid will interfere
perhaps with the good feeling of my
friends on the Labour bench; but I
anigmly going to give it now to show
what the agricnltural community, those
who work without any limit of time,
receive from the actions or from the
position taken up by organised labour.
Organised labour says, *“ We do not care
a fig for, the country : Labour is the only
thing.”

Mr. Hastin: Not so.

Mz, HARPER: Not so? I was waiting
for that. We have it on the records of
this House, and I will read it to you.
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Council, Perbaps the members on the
Labo nch will repudiate him; but he
says this:—

You will understand that the policy of
organised labour in this colomy, as in all
others, is that every other congideration can
stand down. We look at the question from our
own points of view as to how it affects us.‘

Mz, HasTiE: Who s2id so ?

Mgp. HARPER: I believe it was Mr.
Diver. Hon. members may look up the
report of the select committee on the
Commonwealth Bill, and they will find
this matter was inquired into; but I
understand the Labour members here
will repudiate that statement.

Mg, Hastie: Certainly.

Mr. HARPER: I understand also
that the leaders of Labour outside
Parliament repudiate the Labour mem-
bers who are in Parliaroent. (General
langhter.)

Mz. Dacrisa: You go up top,this time,

Mz. HARPER: Hon. members are
certainly deserving of some sympathy in
this House, for the action they took on
thegjuestion of the strike ; and I appland
them for it.

Mg. Dagrise : Yourapplause will ruin
us.

Me. HARPER: The action they took
in regard to this unfortunate strike, I am
afraid, unless they do-something very
revolutionary soon, will cause them to be
classed as gimply ordinary members of
Parlinment Qike the rest of us. However,
I hope these members will go on in their
good course, because we were not taught
to expect such from the actions of the
Labour members in Eastern Australia. I
only hope the wisdomgwith which the

Labour members here Started as legis-
lators will continue. I will not detain
hon. members longer. I hope I have not

wearied them.

Lasour MEMuERS: Go on.

Mr. HARPER: I will conclude by
agking the Premier to accept the position,
He said he would not retain his sealjas a
compliment, that he weuld find out sowe
way of testing the matter,and I think he
suggested that a motion might be moved
expressing confidence in the Ministry;
but I suggest that is not a wise thing. Tt
might not be very dramatic in its results,
because if fpuch a thing were proposed I

This is the view expressed by the late | should advise members on the Opposition
president of the Trades and Labour , side to leave the Chamber, and the



Address-in-Reply :

Government would have it all to them-
gelves in the division. I ask the Premier
to accept the assurance of the Opposition
side that we wish to give him a fair
trial. §

Tee PrEMIER: I accept it willingly.

Mx HARPER: Supposing the members
oo this sidle had Leen on the Treasury
benches during the present strike, would
the Government have bad the support that
the Opposition are giving here, judging
by the past action of thosze pow on the
Glovernment side? I sa.yjnot; there-
fore the country hag had dn enormous
gain in putting the present Government
mnto a ‘position of responsibility, where
they will learn what responsibility means.
The occupants of the Treasury benches
have been a long time wishing to get to
the Treasury benches ; and now they have
got there 1 do hope the Premier will
restrain his team a little.

Mz. Horkins: Go slow.

Me. HARPER: The hon. member
(Mr. Hopkins) no doubt thought I was
going to say something about him. I
think the position taken up by the hon:
member for Boulder has been that of
bludgeon§carrier to the Ministry. He
ought to be sure of rising out of his
latitude here. 1 was going to refer to
the member for East Perth (Hon. W. H.
James}, who is 4 keen partisan, although
he repudiates party government, or used
to. He seldom gets up without ratin
somebody. It would be wise if he were
kept in leash by the Premier. If he does
that, and the members on the Govern-
ment side work together, they may keep
their seats a little longer. I must thank
hon. members for the patient hearing
they have given we, and Ifhope I have
not trespassed too long. % General ap-
plause.) ' ~

Mz. F. CONNOR (East Kimberley) :
Spealkiog from the cool shades of Opposi-
tion for the first time in my experience
of parliamentary life, 1 do not feel a
Iittle bit in the cold. I rather appreciate
the position of being here tofreply, and
hand back, to some of the gentlemen
sitting on the Treasury benches, some of
the nice things which they have said of
the members who sat on the Government
benches during the last few years. I
hope as this session progresses that my
good-nglured and honourable friend—
perha.p%we shall be able to say right hon.
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friend soonr—I mean the leader of the
Government, will not object if it be
necessary that the tactics employed
by himself and his lieutenants when
sitting on the Opposition benches shall
be used against him. I will try as far
o] can perscnally, and I will try to
influence the members of the party, to
keep away from such tactics as far as
they can; but it seems to e it may be
necessary to fight the Government with
their own weapeons. , In that case I hope
the Government wi]l!fake it with as good
grace as was displayéd by, those who sat
on the Government benches, but who now
are sitting in Opposition. I hope as the
session proceeds wé shall not be barassed
in the House—I am not speaking of the
Government side of the House or‘ff the
Opposition, but of the House as a whole—
I hope we shall not be harassed by those
continual no-confidence motions which
were the order of the day a8 long as my
friends now in ihé Government occupied
these Opposition benches.

Tue PremieEr: Hear, hear.

Me. F. CONNOR: I hope that no-
confidence motions are things of the past,
until the time comes when it is necessary
that we with one genuine motion may say
to the members on the Governinent side,
“You are not the people the country want
there.” Until then, I for cue shall try
to get as far as I can away from the arena
of party politics, and give the gentlemen
on the Treasury benches a chance to carry
on what is in the Dest interests of the
country. Before proceeding to address
myself to the general matter of the
Address-in-reply}I want to introduce tu
members a subject which is of great
importance, and which has caused a very
great amount of attention not only in
this State but in the other States. I
cannot call it the bad treatment or good
treatment, but I will introduce it byfa.y-
ing the treatment of the aborigines; the
native blacks of Western Australia. I
promise to be as brief as possible on this
matiter, but I eculd not allow the Address-
in-reply to pass without introducing the
matter here. I fajl to_see why, in
the face of what has} appeared in
the Press of this and Wof the other
States, that some mention was not made
by the members on the Government side
of this question. I believe it is somewhat
outside the province of the House to take

o
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ajpubject that the Government have to

into consideration. Although the
Commonwealth Parliament has the com-
plete control, or to a large extent has the
control, over the native question in this
State, there is still the subject as it
affects the peoij who live in the country,

tljis matter directly in hand, bui it isalso

not the blacks JI mean the carrying out
of the law as #ainst the blacks; and I
think it is the duty of the House to see
that matter is righted. The guestion of
the settlers in the Far North of this State
is one that _has been debated before in
this House.§ When people go out into
the back districts of this country or
any country, it is the first duty of the
Government to protect them as well as
lies in their power. If, when people go
out to these places, they commit any

isdemeanour or wrong against the laws
%he country, they are held responsible,
and are made suhservient to thelaws ; but
we must also take the other side and pro-
tect the man who goes out and opens up
the country, who brings his family up
in these outside places of the State. The
law should protect h.im};\nd I am going
te bring it before the House that the law
up to the present time has not dune so,
and there are ulterior motives why the
law has not protected them. Settlers
going to the north of this State, gs we
know they have to do, undergofgreat
hardships; they have to open up the
country by putting capital into it, and
they have to take their lives in their
hands in the North. They have to
protect themselves when attacked, and
very often they are: they also have to
protect their property. Are we to
encouragefthe Press or a section of the
people to attack the settlers, or are
our laws to say to these people, * You
shall not protect yourselves, your prop-
erty, and your character; you shall
not have any protection from us what-
ever ;"' because that is the position at the
present time. Ifdo not know how this
trouble has come’ about, but I believe it
has been initiated by people who entered
this country some time ago and were not
guccessful, people with brains but who
were not successful financially. These
people bave made up their minds that
gettlers in the North musifsufier; they
want a certain amount of revenge on the
people who have bean successful because
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thev themselves have not been successful.
The persons I refer to have written to the
Press, and the Press have published their
letters, and the law says that what the
Press publishes you ca.nnotimake the
Press responsible for. Is that right?
I believe in the freedom of the Press by
all means, but do notlicense them to take
away characters, do not license them to
kill people morally. There must be some
alteration in the libel laws of this State
before thisgquestion is finally settled. I
come from®that part of the country, the
Far North, the black north as it is called,
why I do not know, for it is brighter
country to live in than down South,
and it is a Dbetter country, although
it is a little hotter in §the summer
time. Itis almost impossible for white
pecple to live there on account of
the depredations of the blacks, and
because there is at present only one
means of making a living there, the
country not bemg far enough advanced
for agriculture. It is still a pastoral
country. § I am sure that in the future,
and I boPe in the near future, we shall
see a large population established thete,
engaged not only in agricnlture, but in
other industries which I know the coun-
try is capable of supporting. But the
only  white people who can at present
existthere are & few gold-miners and
pastokalists, and it is at present almost
impossible for & man to live there as a
pastoralist, because he has to go perhaps
50 or 60 miles out into the country, far
from where anyone lives. He gets
together a little herdgof cattle; probably
he and his family do all the work; aund
then the blacks come round him and
commence to kill his cattle, and in many
cases kill the settler himself. Now I
agk, supposing a white 1nan deliberately
wmurdered a blackfellpw, and went to the
authorities and aa.id‘!“I did it,” would
he be held responsiblé? I say he would.
Supposing a white man murdered a white
man, would he, if he came in and said
“I did it,” be held responsible? TUn-
doubtedly he would. But the contrary
is the case, as far as my knowledge goes,
wherfla, blackfellow kills a. white man;
and T may instance a case not many
months ago, in which a blackfellow killed
a man named Stanley, and came into the
police station and said, *I killed that
maxn: there are his horses: go and take
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them.”
sold by the Government of South Aus-
tralia, and there was no action taken
against that blackfellow: he is still at
large at the present time.  If this state
of affairs is going to last, let the Govern-
ment say to those settlers, * We will not
protect you.”  Let them know it.& [A
MemsEr: Hear, hear.] In my opinicn,
the great trouble in this matter is
the fact that the natives, as soon as
they are half civilised, become more
dangerous. They are not so dangerous
while they are not civilised, while they
will not come mnear the white people.
But whenjthey come into the settlements
and learn'something of the manners and
customs of _the white man, they come to
understand the use of firearms and wany
other things. Then, when they go out
back; and get into communication with
the other "and wilder blacks, when the
natives mix withfone another and learn
enough about th® habits of the white
people, that is the time the danger is
most acute. I have to offer some few
suggestions as to what 1s to be done for
the future. There are four or five reme-
dies suggested, and some of them have
been fdiscussed here: they are not alto-
gethdt new to this House. One suggestion
18 to declure a reserve upon which there
could be put all the aborigines, say, in
East. or ‘West or the two Kimberleys.
The Minister for Works (Mr. Kingsmill)
laughs ; bat T want his opinion ; I want
anfexpresston of opinion from the House.
If*T can only extract from him his
opinion of what it is best to do, then I
ghall be satisfied.

Tar MiwnisTer roR WorEs: I donot
think that plan is the best.

Mr. F. CONNOR: Well, I am only
repeating suggestions whichlj have been
before this House. This qudstion must
absolutely be dealt with, wbether by the
Commonwealth or by the State Parlia-
ment. It demands to be dealt with
immediately. Another suggestion is to
have a permanent police patrol camp-—
a properly-equipped camp, and a proper
staff. Perhaps only two consta.bles&ould
be required, and a certain numBer of
blackboys 10 make sure that you capture
the ringleaders; because, in all these
troubles in the North, it is a question of
a few and not of the general body of
natives. Those ringleaders are not, and
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have pot been up to theigresent time,
arrested ; and if they wele arrested, I
think it would make the position not
nearly so bad as it is at preseni. That
is the second suggestion; a police patrol
camp, with a sufficient number of men well
equipped with horses and gear, sc as to
make surdpf catching the ringleaders, [A
MewBER ¥ The same as in Queensland ?)
Well, I should not go so faras in Queens.
land. I am not an apostle of the rifle
and revolver. I am to this extent: when
L go out into the back copntry, I have
the right to protect myself, ivhich right I
would exercise every time" against any
man, white or black, if it were necessary.
The Right Hon. Sir Johu Forrest, when
this question was being discussed here
some years ago, suggested that an island
should be made available, where all these
natives could be kept and probablyf be
made of some use, und be fed at ‘the
expense of the Government I am afraid
that would be iinpossible to carry out,
and I only mention it as another sugges-
tion which has been put before this
House. My own opinion_is, that of the
three proposals the bestgis to have a
proper police patrol, and’ to have the
ringleaders captured and put in gael and
kept there, so that they cannot possibly
continue their depredations. This may
sound rather strange to hon. members;
but I hove almosl a commission from
nearly every settler in the Far North of
Australia—that is, in East Kimberley—
to say that, if there be not an inquiry
made into the treatment of the blacks by
the people there, to satisfy the public, to
refute what has appeared in the Press of
this' State, the settlers will offer to the
Government, or to whomsoeverfwill take
them, all the blacks in their employment,
that they will not employ a native on any
of their stations. If that be done, what
will happen? Are the Governent pre-
pated to take over and feed 400 or 500 of
the natives who are now‘i:d, clothed, and
housed by thé settlers in that district ?
That is probably a more serious problem
than some hon. members will care to face.
These seftlers suy: * We are maligned ;
there are lies told about us; we are
accused of eruelty and barbarity, and of
starving and not clothingfour natives.”
Well, I give a complete and absolute
denial to any and all of those charges ;
because the facts come under my personal
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observation and I have a right to speak. '
I say that in the East Kimberley District, |
8o often referred to by the Press of

this State,jthe blacks are better pro- J
vided for, bltter fed, and better treated |
than ie the case with any other bluck
race anywhere else in the world. Itisa
large order to say so; but I challenge
any person to refute wy statement. My |
friends (Labour members) sitting on
that benchfpver there, smile. Recently I

heard theml interjeeting, in reference to

the question of the blacks. If they

knew the facts as well ag I do, they would

not, if they wére fair, interject; they

would not state indirectly, or insinuate,

that any ill-treatment of those blacks bad

taken pla.c%i I am nof referring to the

whole of Western Australia, because I

can speak of my own knowledge only of

what I have seen and of what I know,

I am not referring to any part of Western

Australia except the Kimberleys. I am

perhaps speaking rather heatedly on thisl
question, but I feel rather heated; I

think I have reason so to feel, and I will

show hon. members why. A letter

headed “ The Durack Murder ' appeared

in a paper called the Wes! dustralian,

which I will read :—

To the Edifor. Sir,—I see the police are
out afterffhe murderers of Mr. Durack, and I
trust thessassine will be captured and dealt

with as they deserve. At the same time, I
hope it will he remembered that we are in a
* British community, and that humanity and,
abaye all, justice will go hand in hand with
thagvindication of thelaw. There is & ramour,
however, that the police will be given a free
hand to take vengeance on the Liack people of
the district. If this be not so, I hope it will
be contradicted, But the mgre serious matter
ig this. Unwilling as ome i gpeak ill of the
dead, yet it must be menFioned that it is
frecly atated that the murdered vietim of the
blacke' murderous passion was notorious as a
slayer of blacke, and is even said to have
boasted that the number notches on his
rifle indicated a hlack ma.n':Er a black woman’s
death, In short, it is asserfed that the act of
the blacks was one of revenge on their finding
themselves upable to obtain redress from the
law, Igthisso? I trusta searching inquiry
will ko made into the matter, and, if there has
beenfjeuch terrible wrong-doing in the past,
that ‘it will be now fully brought to light.
Yours, ete., JusTicE.—Perth, March 11.

Now, I knew the murdered gentleman,
and I can call him a gentleman. [Me.
Dorzrry: Hear, hear,] He was known
as & gentleman before he came tojthis
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opened up the East Kimberley District,
the pioneer of that district, of the best
part of Western Australia; yet the Press
published thia. Very well I do not
object to the Press publishing it; Mrs.
Durack does not object to the Presg pub-
lishing it, if its truth can be proved” But
we want them to prove it. We asked
for the name of the writer of this letter.
The editor of the West Australion says
“«T will not give it.” I will read the
correspondencg. I will insist om this
House seeiu;Ehis out; because I think
iv is scandalols and a dreadful thing.
What will be the result of thie libel?
When I speak of the Press, I do not
mean the gutter Press. I do not care
about it, nor will I take fromn it extracts;
but I want to knowjwhy a responsible
paper, the leading NHewspaper in this
State, should publish such a letter as
that, and refuse to give the name of the
writer. I waunt to know why the pro-
prietary do it, or why the law permits
them to do it. What will be the effect
ofghis letter on the children of the mur-
d man ?

A MemBeER: Hear, hear.

AworHER MEemBER: They will be
branded.

M. F. CONNOR: They are respect-
able children : they are at school now in
Perth. It is only a day or two ago since
this blackboy, thig “Banjo,” who shot
their father, met§the children in the
ptreets of Perth, and said to the little
boys, “ I killed your father: the Govern-
ment cannot touch me” Will hon.
members try to realise the seriousness of
this question, and put it to themselves?
Suppose such a thing shoyld happen to
one of their own childrenQif they have
any. I think it is a scandalous disgrace
that such a state of affairs should be
allowed ; and I hope the House will take
it into their hands, and vindicale these
people whom the law, up to the pgesent,
has refused to vindicate. I read aljetter
published in the West Australian.” We
ghall see what the authorities in England
gay about the same thing. I hope the
Premier will not object to my guoting
some legal works, T do not wish to pose
as an amateur lawyer ; I am an agateur
politician, and not a lawyer any§more
thapn I am » statesman, but this is
from “ Folkard on the Law of Slahder
and Idbel”; and legal members will
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understand he i an authority on these !
matters :—

The law of England, with a view to praserve
the peace and happiness of families, which
may be invaded and §mbittered by contempt-
uous reflections on Bhe dead, has assigned a
punishment for such libels ae traduce the ,
memory of the decoased, and have thus an
obvious tendency to excite the resentment of
the living. This principle, however, is never
carried go far ag to frespass on the utility of
history Jand the salutary freedom of the Press
therein? The court will always take into con-
sideration the mind with which such publica-
tions are made, and discriminate the hiatorian J
from the slanderer.

This is the principal point:

An indictment lies for a libel reflecting

upon the memory of a person who isfdead, if
it be published with the malevolent%urpose
to injure his family and posterity, and to
expose them fo contempt and disgrace ; for the
chief cause of punishing offences of this nature
is their tendency to a breach of the peace;
and therefore although the party be dead at'
tha time of pnbhshln g thia libel, yat (according
to Lord Coke) it stirs up others of the same
family, bleod, or society, to revenge, and to
break the peace.
It is very clear that the law of Kngland
says there is punishment for an offence
such as T am tryingfto bring home to
some person : I will sHow who that person
is before I finish. Following on that,
Maessrs. Moss and Barsden, who were
appointed her solicitors by Mrs. Durack,
wrote to the manager of the West Aus-
tralian Newspaper Co., Limited :—

Mrs, Durack has consulted us with reference
to ﬂl}uhﬁcaﬁon by you of a letter under the
headiffy of “The Durack Murder,” appearing
in your issue of the 14th inst. The letter 4
contains a gross libel, roflecting on the memory
of our client’s deceased hushand. We shall be
obliged if you will inform us whether you still
retain he original manuscript of the letter,
and if Ho, whether you will hand it to us and
disclose the name of the writer, against whom
Mra. Dursck intends instituting proceedings
for criminal libel.

The reply to that from Mr. J. W. Hackett
was ag follows:—

I fpar the onglnal manuscripifof the letter
to whlch you refer cannot be produced ; and it
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is impossible for ug to disclose the name of the
writer, it being contrary to our custom except
on epsecial occagsions to disclose the names of

the authors of leftters pub]jahed‘%nonymonsly.

I note that you say Mrs. Durack§ntends taking
proceedinge for criminal libel. would point
out to you that, in view of the gravity of the
charge, it seems eminently desirable that the
Government should be a party to any ingniry
which may be made; but whether by gvay of
prosecuting the writer or answering thegharge

ny%
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in their own defence is & question to be decided.
The- proper courye would be, to my mind, to
aend a epecial commissioner to investigate the
matter on the spot, and eee how far the state-
ments in the lotter aru justified or otherwise.
We shall endeavour to put thdlwriter of the
letter inte communicatiou with the Govern-
ment, in case steps of this kind are taken.

We have in this country alaw which says
or implies, T believe, for I do not think it
statea very clearly, that it is within the
power of the Attorney General to say
whether or net he will allow a libel to lie.
There is a change in the law of England—
I hope I am not wearying hon. members,
and I have nearly finished with the
technical part of this—which is referred
to in the authority I quoted just now.
Thmt:ut.hority says:—

By the Law of Libel Amendment Act 1888,
no criminal prosecuntion ¢can now be commenced
against any proprietor, publisher, editor, or
any person respensible for the publication of a
newspaper for any libel published therein,

d obtained. Such application must

without fhe order of a Judge at Chambers being +
first ha

be made%n notice to the person accused, who
is thereby to have an opportunity of being
heard against such application.

In 1888 the law in England was the
same a8 i is here at present, but it has
since been foundfnecessary to amend the
law, so that whee a case such as I have
quoted orcurs you can go before a Judge
in Chambers, or I presume’ before the
Full Court, to argue your case and
endeavour to get redress and have the
name of the writer disclosed.
not read the letter the solicitor wrote to
the late "Attorney General, but the docu-
ment I bhave in my hand is a copy of it,
and I'will read it, if members wish me
to .do so. This sets forth the case fully,
showing the ‘pgreat injustice, the great
wrong tha,ti]ha.s been perpetrated by
absolute falsehoods; but the late Attorney
General refused to allow the parties to
prosecute this paper criminally. What
we want is that the editor of this paper

| shall disclose the name of the writer of

that artiele. ]

TeE Corowian Treasurer (Hon, F.
Tllingworth) : Read the letter.l

Mz. F. CONNOR: I havk not the
reply, but I will read the letter fo the
late Attorney General.

A MeMBER: What is the date of that

© letter ?

Me. Doagrry: It was at the time of

the general election.

o

I need‘

A
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Mr. F. CONNOR: The letter to the '
Attorney General reads as follows :—-' |

Purguant to The Newspaper Libel and Regis- 1
tration Act 1884, Sec. 3, I hercby apply for -
your written fiat or allowance to commence a
criminal prosecution against the West Aus-
tralizn Newspaper Company, Limited, the pro- |
prietor of the WWest Ausiralian newspaper,
publiched at Perth aforesaid,

The said West Australian@Newspaper Com-
pany, Limited, wickedly and®*maliciously con-
triving and intending to injure, defame,
disgrace, and vilify the memory, reputation,
and character of Jeremiah John Durack, late
of Denhan River, grazier, deceased, the late
hugband of Frances Durack, of Fremantle, in
tl:}a.id State, and to bring her and others,
thé®sons, daughters, and descendants of the
said Jeremiah John Durack, into great scandal,
infamy, and contempt, and to stir up and
excite and provoke them to a breach of the
peage, and to cause it to be believed that the
saidl eremiah Jobhn Durack in his lifetime was
a miderer of blacks, the aboriginal natives of
the said State, on the 14th day of Maxch, 1901,
wickedly, maliciously, and unlawfully did print
and publish and cause to be prinfed and pub-
lished in a certain newspaper called and
entitled The West Australian a certain false,
scandalous, and malicious libel of and concern-
ing him, the said Jeremiah John Durack, in
the words and figures following.

I read the letter which appeared.in the
paper at the beginning of my remarks.
This s an appeal to the Government to
allowgit to be proved that the reputation
of ap innocent woman and her family
was good, and that the memory of this
man, who was an honour not only to this
country, but to Queeusland, where he
was well kmown and respected, should
not be traduced and vilified byfany
section of the Press or otherwise in® this
country. I go into details, so that
members may see it is necessary that the
present law should be altered. Since the
(overnment refused to allow this case to
go before the Court, and since it was
known that the WesfM ustralian refused
to give the name of"the writer of that
villainous preduction——

A Memser: The late Government.

Mz. F. CONNOR: I am not talking
against the Attorney General. Perbaps
he did his duty, and I shall be told
that he did, but I do not think so0. I
havefno hesitation in saying that I
think it is due to the influence of the
editor of the West Australian, an influence
which is detrimental and unfair to the
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aggrieved should be able to go into
Court to prove the innocence of that
man.§ It is a scandal to the laws of
this fountry and to what is called thé
rvespectable Press of the country that such
a thing should be lawful, if it be so. I
am not going to take any notice of the
gutter Press, which has been assailing me
prettyfroughly. It has been writing, or
somebody bas been writing to it, and the
production has heen elaborated by that
Press on things the writer does not kmow
about; writing of a country he had never
been in, but which 1 have lived in and
know about, and to whichRI am not
ashamed to return. On the “contrary I
ehall be welcomed by everybody in the
place. The writer of this article in the
respectable Press has written in 2 manner
which is not fair, which is unbrue, and
which ought to be stopped. Here is the
next thingfollowing on the letiter refusing
to allow tdese people an opportunity to
]%rove the character of the deceased man.

his is an extract from a leading article
published in a paper largely read. Prob-
ably I am trespassing upon the House,
but my object ing pressing the speech
upon hon. member*s to get an alteration
of the law. The law is wrong, and if the
facts be not put forcibly before the House,
the probability is the law will not be
altered, whereas we want it altered. We
want a guarantee from any person pub-
lishing a paper in this Statefthat, if he
goes beyond what is right, ‘or what a
Judge of the Supreme Court or a jury of
his countrymen consider right, we shall
be able to get at him. 'We want the law
to say “You must not do tbat. You
myst not vilify or traduce the character
orfthe memory of either the dead or the
living,and, if you do, you are responsible.”
Following the refusal of the law to allow
thege people to vindicate themselves, a
paragraph, which I have here, appeared.
I tell memhbers of the House, and I tell
the public through them, that} this
is undoubtedly unfrue, and absolutely
slander. I say *“untrue,” for I do not
know any word stronger than that. These
papers should not be allowed to publish
such assertions. This is from a leading
article in a paper published here and
largely read: —

Whatever bo the consequence, we aigleast.
dere tell the truth, and we now deliberntely
assert that the real secret of the Durack
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murdet was the habit of the Duracks of prosti- | this country artesian bores; for carrying

tuting their gins.

A MemMBER: A lie.

.Mg. F. CONNOR:: Should people have
no remedy against it? Must people 1n
the North sit down andflisten to it? I
know the housshold tha® man lived im,
and I know his people. There are no
better-living people in Western Australia,
[Two or three MrmeERs: Hear, bear.]
There is no better, or more moral, or
more religious family. , These people live
right up to their faith fand do what their
conscience tells them® And here they
are vilified, and there is no remedy. I
do not think I will say any mare on the
subject, but will pass it. 1 will ask the
Premier, who is also the Attorney Gen-
eral, to take this into consideration; and
I advige him, if he has any influence
with the gentleman who is editor, of the
West Avstralion, to endeavonr to bring
about the disclosure of the name of the
writer of the article 'to which I have
alluded. My own opinion _is that he
dares not disclose the name use he
knows too well’ who wrote the article.
Coming batk to the Address-in-reply, L
may say, 1 agree generally with the terms
of that Address, and T must re-echo also
what has been said by. members,” that
there is absclufely nothing new in it,
which perhaps iaine of its best qualities,
because we are n#t in a position to launch
into any new or extravagant policy in
this country. I think we want to put
in the pruning kmife, and it has been
promised this shall be done. Wg want
to cut down works not absolutelyfreces-
sary, and to trim down as much as
possible the expenditure sanctioned on
the works already in hand, thereby get-
ting the country into a sounder finaneial
position than it ia said to be in. A few
items have beeo omitted from the Speech,
and there are s few in relationjto which
some money may be spent.
preached the doctrine of curtailment, but
there are a few things which will always
pay in this countty, and the carrying cut
of which will not cost much. That
subject is' the taupping of a water supply
in this country,-';he proving of the depths

of our minerals, and the encouragement

of miners, particularly old prospectors
who open new fields. I would impress
on members of the Government the

necessity for giving to certain districts of |

T*have just

still farther what is known as the public
crushing battery policy of the late Gov-
ernment ; for erecting, if necessary, in
certain parts of the fields cyanide plants
to prove the value of the ores, If the
Government continne on these lines, the
small amount that will be spent will be
well spent. We will, I think, get the
help of this House in carrying out a
policy of this kind. There is one gues-
tion which hon. members on the Govern-
ment side of the House have absolutely
shirked. It is a question of almost vital
importance to this country at present ; it

is a question which unhappily, to a'

certain extent, is out of our hands; it is
one whick, when it came up in this
House previously, was the means of
raising a very interesting debate—-the
question of tariff. As I say, we have
now no power over the tariff; we have no
power over the customs.§ But I want
hon. members on that (Government) side
of the House to tell us—and I think they
should have referred te the matter—
whether it is their intention, when the
extra duties have been put on by the
Commonwealth Government, tq adhere to
the sliding scale given by thejCommon.-
wealth Act to this State.

Tue Premier: Oh, we promised to
adhere to the sliding scale: we are not
going to touch that.

M=z. F. CONNOR: You will leave it
on in addition to the Commonwealth
duties ?

Tar MiNisTER rFor MinNEs: Yes.

Mz. F. CONNOR: That was not the

osition§hon. members sitting on the

overnnient side took when they were
sitting in Opposition. Their policy, now
that they are in snug berths, ia very
different from what it was. Formerly it
was t¢ take off duties; now it is to make
the people “ pay through the nose” and
to reduce} no duty which there is any
possible cHlance of keeping up. That is
free-trade for you: that is the free-trade
of those hon. members now !

Mz. Oars: We advocate free-trade for
the necessaries of life.

Me. F. CONNOR: That is the policy
the hon. gentleman, the Premier, has
proclaimed. and he is proud of it. He
I()}rocla.imed this to be the decision his

overnment has come to—grinding down
the people under a profectionist policy.
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‘What has he done? You are free-traders
here. You say now you agree that the
revenug derived from the Customs shall
remainffon the mecessaries of life, that
what i already on shall continue, in
addition to what may be imposed by the
Commonwealth Parliament. I wanted
that from the Government; and now I
have it, very clear and distinet. T am
pleased to have {t from the gentleman
who controls thefDepartinent of Mines.
I would ask the hon. gentleman to
remember that it may be necessary,

in connection with the regulations for

the importation of fruit, which were
gazetted last week, to take into con-
sideration another regulation which will
probably be proposed in this House.
I will ask thefPremier, when the pro-
posal is made, Yo take the same spirited
stand as he has taken in reference to the
apples. It will be remembered that in
earlier debates, when the great tick ques-
tion was being discussed in this House
some years ago, a most indignant stand
was taken by}the present Premier and
the member fof Eust Perth (Hon. W. H.
James) as regards the admission of catile
from tick-infected districts. The Premier
in particular was horrified at the idea of
such a thing as letting into the country
anything that might pgllute or destroy
or injuriously affect any pbf ite industries.
But then he was in Opposition. Then
the Government of the day said, “ We
will take it on ouarselves, so that the
people may get their meat cheaper: if
there is any danger in bringing down
here cattle from whaj is kuown as the
tick-infected district,fwe will take the
chance of that; we will bring the cattle
down hero.” What was the policy then
of the hon. gentleman, the present Pre-
mier 7 I never in all my ten years
experience in this House saw so much
bitterness displayed, sgw so much ill-taste
displayed, as by t.hf:!Premier and the
member for East Perth on that occasion.
Those pentlemen bave now taken their
seats on that (Government) side, and
their policy is absolutely changed.- Except
that I am afraid of taking up too much
of the time of the House, I would just
give a quotation fronfjthe present speeches
of the members o Kast and West
Perth (Hon. W. H. James and Hou. G.
Leake). If those speeches rightly utter
the views of those hon. gentlemen,
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they want to pgive the people cheap
apples. 'That is their policy.

Anyone
who cares to look through Hamardiwill
gsee that I am absolutely correc? in
saying that is their policy. Is not
the change simply due to the circum-
gtance that they have changed their side of
the House? I propose that the Minister
for Mines move into the chair the
Premier has left. I propose to test the
honfimember's gincerity a8 to his pro-
testations that he desires cheap fruit for
the people. I want to address the
Minister for Public Works (Hon. W.
Kingsmill) now. It might, perhaps, be
better to make this suggestion to the
Treasurer, if he werg here. There are
big leakages in somefbf the departments,
or there have been. Dne of these leakapges
is in what is known as the insurance
department. I would like—I see the
Treasurer has left, but I will talk to the
benches—I would like to suggest that it
would be as well to have a loockEnto what
it i costing the State to Msure its
buildings in the country. T know thai
very high rates of interest are paid by
the Stafe on absolutely safe buildings;
on buildings constructed of 18in. stone
walls very high rates have been paid. I
do not know howfr why it is so; but I
do know it is high time some alteration
were made. I just mention it to bring it
to the attention of the Treasurer, and I
hope that when the Estimates come on
we shall see substantial reduction in the
item for insurance z:lpublic buildings.
A matter which might Have been referred
to—it is probably better to ventilate a
few of these things now—is that of the
tonnage rate at Fremantle. Itis nota very
serious question, and not o political ques-
tion ; but it is a practical question, and one
tha.t‘I think deserves some consideration.
It i¥ suggested in the Speech that we
should have a Harbour Board, and I
think that is an excellent suggestion. I
trust that when such a board is
egtablished, it will be a board distinct
from any pther depurtment;, of the State.
Tt shouldEre absolately free of politieal
control, ahd should not be in any way
connected with the Railway Department.
T hold that when the board is established,
it will be worth the while of its members
to take into consideration the tonnage
rate, At present the rate is threepence
pertegistered ton on’all ships coming
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into Fremantle, Some ships, it is to be
noted, come in once a forinight, some
once & month, some once a year, some
once in every five years. I think the
rate 18 not quite fair, for it is the same
for ships coming ingbnce a week, or once a
fortnight, or once % month, as it is for
ships coming in once a year, or oncein 10
years, or only once altogether. 'The
question of private emterprise was dis-
cossed by the member for Perth (Mr, .
Wilson). Iam oppose;to it in connec-
tion with the railway %eystem of this
country.

A MEMBER : Are you?

Mg. F. CONNOR: Yes; I would not
even allow a private rallway to be built to
Southern Cross.

Me. Oats: Your firm is a private enter-
prise, I think, sir?

A Memsgk: No; it is a philanthropic
institution.i

Mz. . CONNOR : Xtakeit a mujority
of members of this House, inyself
ineluded, are opposed to private enter-
prise in the building of railways. Still,
I am free to admt that if the Govern-
ment are not in a position to build & rail-
way to a place where it i:}}squired, if the
Government cannot or not find the
funds to do it, and if the railway is shown
to be of utility or necessity, then I say so
long -as there is no interference with the
trunk railways, and provided the line run
to an outside place, t.her?s no reason why
private enterprige should not be allowed
to build it. I am happy in taking this
position, because I hear a chorus of
approval on this side of the House and a
chorus of approval on that side of the
House; and I am perfecily well awa:
that at least one member of the Ministry
is also in favour of the suggestion I put
forward. Here another question arises
—that of private enterprise in connection
with the dock at Fremantle. Thereis a
work of absolute necessity,. We gvant a
dock built at Fremantle as soon ail:; can
be built; but the Treasurer lookdat me
as much as to say, *“We have not the
money to do it.”

Tae CoLoniaL Trrasumer: It is in
the Loan Bill,

Mg. F.CONNQOR: Yes; butit wasina
Bill before. We have been taught lessons
while we werefpn that side of the House.
We are not going to forget the lessons
taught us by the able gentlemen who
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now git opposite us. It wonld be dis-
courteous to them if we did. If they say
they are going fo dg a thing, we shail
insist on their doiugiit, we shall make
them doit. We intefld to try and make
the Grovernment do all they promise.

Tre CoroNiar TreasurEr: Will you
vote for reappropriations ?

Mgr. F. CONNOR: A milway which I
cannot say I would support for construc-
tion by the Government, but which
nevertheless should be built,}is one
which would run to the south” of Fre-
mantle. The population between Perth

and Fremantle ia becoming somewhat -

congested. If things continne as at
present, we shall soon have one continu-
ous town between Perth and Fremantle.
The only outlet then, when that time
comes, i8 t0 be found southihf Fremantle.
I went - along that coust® a few dJdays
ago in a stexm launch, and indeed the
trip was & most pleasurpble one. The
geenery is very fine; there is a magnificent
beach all the way; the district has very
good soil, and it would bLe in every way
anYexcellent place for settlement. The
lind would connect with Rocldngham,

and there it would join the South-West- »

ern ra.ilwa{. At present the proposal is
to build a line as far as Owen's Aunchor-
age. The extemsion I suggest requires
only afew miles;of old rails. Tt might be
a hghtlline, with the raile eimply laid
down in%the sand. There are no engineer-
ing difficulties of any deseription. Such
a light line, which would cost less
than an ordinary road, would tend to
keep the minds of the Fremantle people
from settling on the idea that there is in
alreat degree a poliey, of centralisation
for Perth ; that Fremantle is not to get
its fair share of the good things going;
that the longs of that city. will not-be
allowed to expand-

Me. Oars: There are no old rails in
the country now. N

Mr. F.QONNOR: I was goinAo refer
to the shipping laws, but I think I will
pass that subject, because I fear ‘it
iz out of our hands. To & consider-
eble extent we are now dependent for
our laws on the Federal Parliament.
Perhaps, therefore, I had better leave
the shipping laws for the present.
There is going to be trouble in regard to
the shipping laws of Australia, though the
trouble will not be as great in the other

r
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States as it will be here. We shall have
‘“rings” in connection with shipping, to
which all rings of which we have heard in
the§past will be as nothing. It is being
worked up very carefully, very insidiously
I may say, by the agents of the shipping
companies ; clever wen who are making
use of people to advance what will ba a
curse to the country when gt comes, the
suggested shipping laws offAustralia.

Mer. Horgins: Have State shipping as
well as State railways.

Mz . F.CONNOR : The positionthat has
been taken up by a large section of the
House, in reference to the great guestion
of to-day, the strike, almost amounts te
intimidation. I have not spoken publicly
before in refere this matter, and I
will now give my opinion in a very few
words. I will put it as briefly as I can,
and I hope I shall be understood. At
first when the strike took place, the publie
said the men arg in the wrong. The
Government wereleupported by their own
side in this House, and probably by a
large majority on the Opposition side, when
the strike started or was suggested; but
the position has changed. What is the
issue? A certain section of the men on
the railways said that they were not
sufficiently paid.

Mg. Qars: That is true.

Me.F. CONNOR: They applied to the '

Commissioner of Railways, asking for an
inerease, and the Commassioner sadd “1I
will not give it to you at present.” The
men then said ¢ We have been agitating
for this for eighteen months or two years.”
I amBnot sure about the exact perod. I
chall®nge any member of the House, and
amongst them I challenge the Premier
and the Commissioner of Railways, to
say -that these men are not eatitled to,
or deserving of, what they ask for. I
think it iz a very clear issue, !’lf the men
are entitled to the increase, why not give
it to them ? If they are not entitled to
it, fight them to the bitter end.

Tee MivisTEr ¥For MiNgs: What
did the Minister reply ?

Mg. F. CONNOR: I am ngt going to
say what his reply was. 1 plﬁihe matter
logically and clearly before the House.
The men asked for what they are entitled
to, and the Government refused them,
Who is in the right ? You cannot weigh
the matter in any other manmner; it
cannot be put in any other way. Arethe
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men right or wrong ?!—tha.t. is the position.
If the men have no Fight to this increase,
I would uphold the Minister in what he
has done; but T challenge the Minister to
say that the men are not entitled to the
increase. I challenge him to say that
seven shillings a day isha living wage
in a country like thie® where provi-
sious are so dear, and where men have to
live isolated, far away in the country.
Memberz may tallk about their dignity
and the dignity of Parliament, but I say
the dignity of the House will not feed
these people. Itjwa.s the duty of the
Minister to kpnow of the justice of the
men’s claim, and to say “ You havea
right to it, and you shall get it.” I have
no hesitation in saying that this strike
gheuld be declared “off” by the men
getting the rise asked forJas long as it is
admitted, and not stated” by any person
that they are not worth it. But what do
we see ? The Premier going to the men.
He is supposed to be the mouthpiece of
the Government, and he goes to the
Chgmber of Commerce mesting on Friday,
andgeays I will have a stiff back; I will
malfe the men come to my terms”; but
on Sunday he goes and talks to the men
in the Park ; he is * hail fellow, well met ;
have you got a pipe of tobacco, old chap?”
That is the way in whiehi?e talks to the
men, but the next day ydu see him with
a “ stiff back” policy. It is not a posi-
tion that will hold water. That style of
policy willnot increase theconfidence of the
people in the Gtovernment. * A]l things
to all men  policy i3 no good.} If the
Premier was right, he should have stood
away from the men and not allowed them
to think he was going to give in to them,
and then go to the gentleman class and
say I am stiff-backed, and will not give
in.”

Mz, Oars: That wasfnot on Sunday.
Me. F. CONNOR: I have one more
item to refer to, it is a rather important
one, and I think members will consider
the etatement I have to make rather
startling. It will interest the Minister
for Works. T am going to refer to the
Coolgardie Watla:jgcheme. Of course
there is no blanfe attachable to the
Minister, and no blame attachable to any
member of the House; but I am informed
on what I consider to be good authority
that the pipes which have been manufac-
tured for the Coolgardie Water Scheme
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are abgolutely and utferly useless.f The
joints prepared for these pipes canmot be
made to hold, and the scheme is an abso-
lute failure. I do not say that is so, but
I want the importance of the thing to be
brought home to members. I want to
know why it is s0. I am not§attaching
blame to anybody, for it is " serious
thing for the country, a most serious
thing for the country if true, and I
believe unfortunately there is some truth
in it.

Me. Sperosr: Who is responsible ?

Me. F. CONNOR : I am talking about
the position the country is in:}I am not
making anyone responsible. Tf all the
pipes are no use, and the joints are no
use, it 13 time some steps were taken to
stop the scheme wuntil it has been
proved that the pipes will stand the
pressure to carty the water to Cool.
gardie. This isfthe most serious thing
that bas come belore this House, if it be
true; but I hope it is not. The only test
that has been wade of these pipes, as far
as I can heur, is that which is made in
the workshop; but that is no test atfll.
The pipes are put in and shored up, &nd
there is no " give.” Put the pipes down
for a few miles before any more money is
spent on this scheme. I think that some
inquiry should be made into this matter,
and I recommend the Minister for Works
tojhave these pipes tested. It is worthy
of * consideration whether the Miniater
should not put down s few miles of pipes
before another shilling is spent on the
work, and prove to the satisfaction of
everyone that the pipes will stand the
pressure, and then evervthing will be
satisfactory. § It is asserted by one who
should know that it is impossible for the
joints to hold, and that it is itnpossible to
make use of any of the pipes already made
for the great Coolgardie Water Scheme.
I am sorry it is necgssary that I should
bring this before theEouse, but I hold it
is better, if this awful catastrophe is to
take place or has taken place, that the
Ministry should take steps immediately
to prove whether there is anything in the
suggeation. I may tell the Ministry that
T Imow a little about it, and I mayfell
them that the first trial of the pipes was
not satisfactory. It was not until the
pipes were shored up and pressure put at
each end of the pipes so that they could
not move, that they wounld hold the water ;
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but what about the pipes when they a.re'
put up and down hill?  You cannot make
use of these pipes by any other jointing
because the bar will stop it, and if the
pipes cannot be jointed as they are sup-
posed to be jointed, they will be of no
use. It is a very serious thing, and
I@eommend it to the attention of the

ister. I hope he will see to it
and stop uny more expenditure, pending
proof whether the pipes are good or not.
A gquestion mentioned in the Speech, and
which will probably affect me mgre than
anyone else, and be the means offmaking
my presence here impossible,¥is the
redistribution of seats. I know as a
matter of fact the constitueney I repre.
sent is numerically not strong, but we
have to take into consideration the area
and importance financially of any district,
as well as the number of the population.
The exporififrom Wyndham, that is the
port of the Constituency I represent, this
vear will reach nearly one hundred
thousand pounds, and then the trade is
but in its tnfancy. T think thatanexport
of one hundred thousand pounds is more -
than any other district in Western Aus-
tralin can produce;Rand remember the
district has only settled thirty or
forty years. In this great area of the
North, we have sent out men to explore
and survey the country, and L have no
hesitation in telling members from my
knowledge of the country that they will
see a greatfpopulation there before long,
for there arb great mineral deposits there,
and I am pure the mwineral deposits com-
bined with the pastoral industry will
quite justify my presence here 1In
regard to the South Fremantle Explosives
Magnzine, I think in every debate on
every Address-in-reply for the lastffew
years to which I have contributed, I Bave
mentioned this matter, and two specific
motious have been passed in the House
in reference to it. The magazine is
dangerous if it be allowed to remain at
South Fremantle.

Tae Covoniar TressureEng They have
butlt the stock yards right u it.

Mg. F. CONNOR: The jetty there is
for stock purposes, and I am sure the
Treasurer would rather feed the people
than blow them up. T think it would be
better to have the magazine area as a stoek
reserve, than blow people into atoms and
send theJmember for South Fremantle
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and myself where we do not want to go.
I want to give my OP].'I]JDD about the
position of the House, in a few words.
As far a5 T am concerned, I am not going
to offer any factious opposition to the
Government. If they carryfout the policy
which we think is in the best interests of
the country, I ghall help them in every
possible way. We do not want fo emulate
the deeds of the members on the Govern-
ment side when sitting in Opposition,and
try to put the Government out on every
possible occasion, but we wish to help
them. If the Government will be fair in
their judgment, and do what is best in
the interests of the country, and allow us
to be untrammelled by party ties, as long
as they do what is nearly a fair thing
they canfirely on my support.

Me. J. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) :
Tt was not my intention to speak on the
Address-in-reply, and T should not now
do so had it not been for severul
remarks passed, and T may say aimed at
us on this (Opposjtion) sde from the
Ministerial benches§ to which remarks I
have to take exceplion; and I think, in
the circumatances, I am justified. The
member for Albany (Mr. Gardiner) waa,
I consider, very kind in his speech; and
1 congratulate him sincerely on the
manner in which he dealt with us, the
kindly manner in whichfhe invited ue to
git on the other side. 1 am sorry to say
I much regret that we are not closely

allied in politics, but I cannot see my way -

clear to accept his kindly iuvitation. ‘[hen
came the member for Boulder (BMr.
Hopking). I much regret thai he did
not hold out to us such inducements as
did the member for Albany. He thought
fit to threaten ue. He threatened us with
all sorta of dreadful things, with a disso-
lution of the House if we did not suppert
the Government, o apparently if we did
not give them more;upport than we were
giving. In the strongest terma I deprecate
the action of that gentleman, and I liken
his remarks to a gale of wind blowing
through the bunghole of an empty cask,
I will take no notice of them, for the
reason that his threats are émpty. Ldefy
him or his influence to bring about g
dissolution of the House, and I go as far
as to say 1 doubt very much whether he
is not less prepared to face his electors
than is any other member of this
House,
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M=e. Horgins

opinion.

Me. BUTCHER:: Itis only my opinion.
Personally, I um perfectly prepared to
face my electors, for the simple reason
that when I met them I made absolutely
no pledges; therefore I am perfectly safe,
and thoroughly in readiness to meet them
again. Then came the member for East
Perthj(Hon. W. H. James). He called
upon Thembers on this side of the House
to give an explanation of their position.
He constituted himself, in a sense, an
agent for the various constituencies.
And I want to know what right had that
hon. member to .question us or our
actions, and fespecially mine? I say it
was the ntmbst presumption on the part
of any hon. member to call any other
member to task for taking up his seat in
any particular part of the House. It is
absolute presumption. However, for the
i.nf:ihma.tion of that hon. member, T will

That is only your

tellghim how I came to sit here. When
I wWent before my electors, I told them
distinctly that, if they chose to send me
to Parlinment to represent them and
their wants, they must do so on my
terms, for the simple reasom that I did
not particularly wish tofigo to Parlia-
ment; but if they deslred me, and
thought T was a fit and proper person to
represent. their interests, I was prepared
to place my serviees at their disposal, but
on those terms. I aw sorry the hon.
membenis not present, that he might hear
what ITghm saying. I told my constitu-
onta thi%t, if they sent me to Parliament,
they wmust send me with an absolutely
free hand ; that I would not attach inyself
to any party nor bind myself to any mea-
sure, and I shonld go with an absolugely
free hand to use my own dlscretlont I
was independent when I stood on the
hustings ; I was independent when I
came to this House; and I am indepen-
dent still. That is whv I it here, and [
hope the member for East Perth will be
satisfied with that explanation.

matiers have been referred to during he
debate which are in the Governor's
Speech, and many which are not. But
I will deal with a few of the former.
There in the Electoral Act. Of this I
have spoken in rather strong terms, and
bave on many oceasions characterised it
ama most marvellous production, almost
‘vork of art, and a masterpiece of legia-
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lation. It applies very well to all those
electors who live in the large centres,
but to those who live in the scattered
districts of this State the Act is abso-
lutely useless. Therp might just as well
be no Act at all. § Tt appears to me,
and always has appdared, that this Act
was framed with the object of giving the
working men to understand or to think
that they have votes, but, on the other
hand, of debarring them from the privi-
lege of exercising their rights. Section
84, sub-section 1,fefers principally to
residential voters, #hd provides that they
cannot vote by proxy, but that any otber
than a residential voter can do so. I
waot to lmow why those two classes of
electors were not placed on an equal
footing. Why should the voter who is
other than residentialfnot be on the
same ground as the residential voter?
That is an absolute injustice to the
residential voter. I have mot the Act
before me, but I dare say every hon.
member here kmows its wording as well
as I do. A great deal of stress has been
put Jon the phrase * plural voting.” I
havd taken exception to the principle, and
consider it should be wholly abolished.
But not so much importance should be
placed on that as on the residential
section of the Act. Proxy voting, T
consider, is a ‘thing which should be
encouraged, and thosef residential voters
should, as well as other electors, have
the power of voting by proxy; and that,
I think, would to a very great extent
meet the case of the scattered districts.
I should be very glad to see a system of
electors’ rights established in this State,
and I}believe it would greatly facilitate
the conduct of elections. There has been
a great deal said on the question as to
which side of the House represents a
majority of the electors of the State. 1
have gone into the subject very carefully
in many instances, and have worked it
out in many different ways; but I find
it is one of those problems in the
attempted solution of which one can obtain
any result desired: therefore I do nof
intend to comment upon it. There was
another very important question spoken

of h several times, and by almost
everyf member; that is, the rabbit
invasidn, a question which, I am sorry

to say, seriously affects the distriet I
have the honour o represent, as well as
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those which are recognised as the coastal
districts ; and I am indeed sorry to note
that the Government of the day seem to
treat the matter with a certain amount
of indifférence, as did the old Forrest
Ministry.  Apparently, if the question
had been as popular as the apple question,
no doubt we should have heard a great
deal more about it from the Ministerial
benches ; but I much regret to see thet it
has not excited so wuch interesf@or
become such a popular question ad® it
deserves. However, Iseriously hope that

when the subject comes before the House .

for discussion, it will be discussed as it
ought to be—not as a party guestion, but
as one which seriously affects the whole
of this State. 1 carffassure hon. members
that, if once the bits ure allowed to
come into the settled parts, especially into
the coastal districts, where we have vast
extents of salt, sandy country, thickly
covered with scrub, and a kind of scrub
which remains green and is edible for
rabbits at all timedfin the vear, no human
power will ever be Bble to get them out,
and every pastoral industry within this
State, if not absolutely ruined, will be
hampered to such an extent that it will
become unprofitable. Much has been
said concernipg the meat supply; and I
think there i{t motion before the House
asking the “Government to formulate
some plan of getting a cheap supply of
meat in this State. I think the only way
of getting a cheap wmeat supply in our

centres of population i to agsist the
pastoralist by every possible means in
-getting hisg produce to the market in
something like fair condition. So far,

there has
seaboard to give us shipping facilities,
and a sort of half-hearted attempt to
give us a siock route, or a supply of
water upon a certain track which is
termed ajstock route; and that is all,
for it is imply a name. People take
advantage of it, thinking it to be a
practicable route; and when they get
part of the way down to the South with
their fat stock, they find there is not
sufficient water in any offthe wells; con-
sequently, their stock lose condition, and
the meat, when it arrives here, is unfit
for consumption, having lost so consider-
ably in weight as to greatly increase the
price to the consumer. To my mind, the
only way to get cheap meat in the large

-

been an attempt on the .

-
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centres will be toffacilitate the operations
of the pastoralisth in every possible way,
or else tolei the rabbits in, and then there
will be any quantity of fresh meat, con-
sigting of nothing but rabbits. Another
hon. member, in the course of his remarks,
spoke at some length concerning the
members of thisf{Oppoasition) side of the
House; but I Think I cun leave that
matter, sz it is not one of great import-
ance, Then a great deal has been said
concerning the prohibition on imported
apples, and I am glad to see the prohibi-
tion removed. But the northern distriets
of this Statefare now in an infinitely
worse position” than they were before the
prohibition was removed; for the reason
that, to every part north of, I think, the
26th parallel of latitude, apples were
admitted without any inspection, and
without any conditions at all; but now it
is necessary thatflall imported apples
be landed at Freémantle, and be sub-
ject to inspection. And I comsider, if
1t were safe under the old regulations
to allow apples to be landed north
of the 26th parallel, surely it would be
perfectly safe to do so npw. The mem.
ber for East Kimberley§(Mr. Connor)
dealt at length with the Yative question.
With this question I am fairly intimate,
as I have been living north of Champion
Bay for the last 24 years, and have seen
the natives work under various con-
ditions, and should therefore some
sort of anthority on the subject.} But I
do not intend to deal with this just now,
because I have no doubt the question will
come up later, and then I can have an
opportunity of giving my opinion and
my experience. However, I can go so
far as to indorse every word spoken
by the§ member for Kast Kimberley.
I might'wo aa far as to say I deprecate
in the strongest measure the action taken
in publishing the reports. How they got
possession of such reports, I do not know,
and in oine cases out of ten those reports
are absolulely false and without founda-
tion.§ 8o far as the policy of the Govern-
ment is concerned we have heard a great
deal said aboutit, and for my part I think
the policy a fair one under the circum-
stances. As things are at present we all
recognise ghat the country is not in a
position to}launch into extensive public
works, therefore I consider it reasonable
on the part of the present administrators
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to eurtail expenditure as much as possible,
and they are perfectly justified in bringing
down a policy which will not incur any

large expense. My sympathies are with
them in this matter, and Ehall give them
my support as long as fhey administer

the affairs of the State in a manmner I
consider correct.

Mr. F. W. MOORHEAD (North
Murchison}: In my case, like that of
the member for Claremont (Mr, W, F.
Sayer), the House has to thank the
observations of another membe for my
intrusion in this debate. I had okiginally
intended not to speak, and that intention
had been confirmed by the very eloquent
addresses we had from members dealing
with the Address.in-reply; but this after-
noon my attention was called to somse
observatjons addressed to the Houseby the
membertfor Northam (Mr. G. Throssell)
lust week. I purpose replying to those
obeervations, and, as the hour is late, to
be bLrief with them. The hon. member
has seen fit—I wish to impress upon the
House that this is by way of personal
explanation —to charge me withilingrati-
tude; to charge me with practically biting
the hand that was held out to me. I
may say I am under vo obligation to the
late Government for any personal favours.
If the hon. member chuoses to style as
personal favours the instances I shall pre-
sently record, then I promisefthe hon
member and those who sit with“him that
as long as I am a member of this House I
ghall continue to golicit such favours from
whatever Government may be in power.
The only instances I can recall in regard
to which I may be considered under a
personal fobligation to my old chief, Sir
Jobn Fdrrest, are these. A policeman
who had been called upon to resign bad
o grievance which did not seem likely to
be immediately redressed by his superior
officer. His cuse was that sorge 12 years
ago he, in the discharge oé‘his duty
received a wound to his nlse. The
doctoras here treated it for cancer, and
burdened that wunfortunate man for
about eight years. The man went to
London, and returned in a most mutilated
condition with a certificate from the
doctors that he never had cancer. The
ordeal can im to be somewhat de-
ranged mentall¥, and he became objection-
able to his neighbours in the district.
He was called upon to resign, and his
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resignation was accepted two monthg
before the end of the time which would
have entitled him to a gratuity from the
Police Benevolent Fund. Hedkame to see
me, and Y solicited interferd®ce un the
part of Sir John Forrest, and T am happy
to say that Sir John Forrest, with the
generosity and benevolence which charac-
terised him, saw the justice of the claim,
and personally looked into the matter of
this gratoity, The onlyjpther instancein
which I ever endeavo®ed to get the
influence of Sir John Forrest was this.
An old night-watchman on the railways
after a continuous service of 13 years,
during which he never missed his duty
for one night, wag killed whilst on duty.
No action wouldfllie, and the department
did not appear®o recognise that the
widow had a cluim. I approached Sir
John Forrest, and I am glad to say that,
with the same generosity and benevolence
which characterised him in the previous
instance, he procured £100 for the widow
and ffamily of that man. These are the
only'instances in which I ever solicited
favours at the haunds of the late Ministry.
Perhaps it may be thought that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. G, Throssell) is repeating
the slanders which were echoed by his
coadjntor, the late Minister for Lands
(MrRC. J. Moran), and which did not
come' under my observation till weeks
after they were uttered or perhaps I
should have noticed them. I am bound
to notice them now, as they have been
brought forward in the House by an
ex-Minister in the position of the hon.
member for Northam. The hon. gentle-
man may have been deluded into this by
the fact that during the late adminisira-
tion of Sir John Forrest I was the
recipient of “silk.” That was not at my

personal solicitation, nor was it by pol.,

tical favour; and I purpose very briefly
to recount,Reven at the risk of detaining
the House, the circumstances which led
up to that.

A Mewsggr: Your ability.

Mz. MOORHEAD: In conjunction
with the member for East Perth (Hon.
W. H. James) and ancther gentleman,
who occupies a seat in the Upper;House,
I laid before Sir John Forrest ayequest
to be called to the inner bar. e two
geatlemen joined with me in that request
are gentlemen whose claims, I am happy
to ray, L udvocated as far back as 1897,
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One of them was my senior at the bar
and occupied the highest position.y Sir
Johu Forrest did not choose to recognise
their claim ; and the suggestion was made
to me that, if I separated my claim from
those gentlemen’s, the request might be
acceded to. I refused, and here is my
answer :—

I am just in receipt of yours of the 7th inst

Pray do not mistake the nature of my appli-
cation. I have not asked for any personal
favour. I merely requested, from what
hitherto 'had been recognised as the proper
quarter, & due recognition of my standing in
the legal profession. It was sufficiently humi-
liating for me to be obliged tofmake such an
application at all, asat home of in any of the
other colonies men of similar standing wouald
have long since becn removed from the outer
bar, As apparently you do not know exactly
what to do with my application, allow me to
relieve you of thefresponsibility by asking you
to kindly return Bt, and forget all about the
transaction.
In response to that, and in accordance
with the ordinary consistency which
characterised the late Cabinet when
brought face to face with difficulties, the
Ministry brought in certain regulations
and compelled us to apply to the Fhief
Justice. T cousilted the gentlemen® who
joined me, and they agreed to my making
an application. I made my application
to the Chief Justice, which was granted
forthwith, and I am not under any
obligation to the late Ministry., The
hon. gentleman (Mr. &. Throssell) said
I charged thdl late Minisiry with rotten-
ness and corrfption. T deny that I ever
suggested such a thing, and T am bappy
to have an opportunity of saying that a
more honourable or straightforward man
to follow than Sir John Forrest I have
never met, and I should be happy to join
himRagain were he here. ‘I say so with
this¥qualification, that I should follow
him as a constitutional Minister with a
Cabinet of men, and not of the creatures
we bad who placed him in the position he
came to occupy, namely that of an gncon-
gtitutional Minister. Here are thiords
I addressed to my electors ; these dre the
words I uttered on the platform; and
these are the words I am prepared to stand
by to-night :—

During the eighfeen months that I have
had the honour of representing the distring 1
bave been a close student of the matho%t‘
government pursued, and I am reluctantly
compelled to ndmit that oconstitutional pro-
cedare has often been departed from; that
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more than one of our public departments have | first Premier was the creature of circum.

been and are being gravely mismanaged ; that
incompetent individuals are retained in respon-
sible pesitions for which they pare wholly
unsuited ; and that our ﬁnances’lhnve been
plunged into hopelesa confusion b¥ a reckless
and indifferent system of expenditure.

Allow me to esk: Does any member of
this House, or any person outside it,
contradict the assertions on which T based
my change of political faith? What
aboyt our Excess Bills? Again, I say
ourJfinances have heen plunged into
hopBless confusion. What about the
declaration of the coadjutor of the
member for Northam, who told us that
since 1896 not a single honest balance-
sheet had been issued ? What about the
departure from constitutional precedent,
when we had the member forf the
Williams (Hon. F. H. Piesse) telling his
constituents that from 1896 the estimates
brought down to the House were below
the proper figures ?

Howx, F. H. Presse: I altogether deny
having said that. .

Mzr. MOORHEAD: The statement,
once moregappeared in the newspapers,
and I havﬂnever seen a denja) of it. I
never heard of the denial until to-night.
Of course, T am bound to acceptit. Only
the other night the hon. member in his
speech admitted, in regard to the expen-
diture from the revenue, that the works
were algays under-estimated. .

Hox{F. H. Piessn: I did not say
“always.” T said * occasionally.”

Mr MOORHEAD: Itoughtnottohave
been occasionally, even. Take every one
of our public werks, and let the hon.
member point to a single one of them in
which the acfual cost did not exceed the
estimate. Ifnever attacked the honour
of Ministers." Not for one moment did I
asseri that the Government of Sir John
Forrest, which T followed for 18 months,
was rotten and corrupt. So far from
that, T pointed out to my constituents
that the unconstitutional position which
Sir John Forrest was ultimatelyi‘gbliged
to take up arose from the factthat his
coadjutors did not appear to recognise
the responsibility of their position as
Cabinet Ministers—arose from the fact
that his coadjutors became simply heads
of departments. If anyone in the com-
munity wagted anythiog, he did not go
to the headlf the department: he went

invariably Sir John Forrest. OQur

stances. If he had had what I contend
be ought to have had—men who recog-
mised the responsibility of their positions
as Cabinet Ministers, we should have had
better government. The membefl for
Northam the other night, when ddling
with my remarks on the subject of hie
minute, said that I charged him with
having participated in a political dodge:
and that T said that on his shoulder:
rested the responsibilty for the preséent
position of affairs. He stated “that he
could Fhardly hbave been trusted iy
politics if he had done what T had
charged him with. I pointed out tha
in the papers on the file in the office
there is not cne single word which woul¢
bear out the hon. member ig his state
ment, that he left behind hiu‘ a, memor
andum to the effect that these" men had
proved their case up to the hilt.” If he
chose to make a charge of participating
in a political dodge out of that, I canno!
help it. Did not the hon, member dangl
out promises through the mouth of his
la.mEIinister, Mr. Wood? Was not &
promise of the Havelock street bridge
dangled before the electors of Wes
Perth? Why, o load of timber wa
actually carted down to the site befor
the land was resumed; actually the
land was not resumed then. Did he
(Mr. Throssell) not dangle out afpro
ise in connection with the Wilhan
street bridge? TIs it mot a faet, thal
tenders were actually called for a girder
whilst the plans are actually not preparac
yet? Is that not dangling promise:
before the electors 7  And were not thos
things done befpre the recent genera
election? 1 say&: conclugion, that the
hon. member in whiting that note to Mr
Guilfoyle in which he stated that the mer
had proved their case up to the hilt, wa:
playing the part of a political Codlin. I
was a case of “ Codlin's yoyr friend
not Short.” He was saying, i%effeet, “]
am your friend, not this man wHo has got
into power. Watch me and my sup
porters. Tt i8 true we don't mean
turn out the Ministry in a moment, bu
when we come along there is no doubt the

workigg man will benefit.” That was the
aatuf{éosition taken up by my friend
the mémber for Northam. I say I refus

to be judged by the standard set up by
the hon. member. Hae states that he has
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always, up to that evening, found wme an |
honourable man, with a spotless reputa- |
tion. “Bat,” he said, “thefhonourable !
member had, on his own showihg, deserted |
the party that had granted him personal
favours and had turned round and
charged it with rottenness and corruption.”
It was only the other evening he dis-
covered that, I refuse to be judged by
the standard of a. code of honour which
discovers political turpitude only when a
member is personally attacked.

Me.J.GARDINER (inreplyasmover):
I believe I have the right, as maover of the
Address-in-reply, to speak.

Severar Orrosurion MenmBers: We
cannot hear you for the rain (then falling
on the roof).

[A pause ensued.]

Mz GARDINER (continuing): I
should like to avail myself of the privilege
of replying to the speeches of many hon.
members ; but T believe there is a greater
business in hand at present. It does not
matter very much to the country what I
think of some of the speeches offjthose
members, or what they think of me; but
it does matter very greatly to the country
what we do in regard to the great strike
with which we are now faced. Therefore,
I shall merely thank those hon. members
who have made such Lind references to
my deliverance, and shall defer my
criticism of their speeches to some more
oppertune moment.

ADOPTION OF ADDRESS,

Question — that the Address-in-reply
be adopted —put, and passed without
dissent.

RAILWAY WORKERS' STRIKE—MOTION
BY THE PREMIER.

DEBATE ON THE POSITION (FPEOLONGED).

Tue PREMIER, in moving forg the
suspengion of the Standing Orders‘sa.id
he did so for the purpose of movilly a
special resolution relating to the strike.

Standing Orders suspended.

Tae PREMIER (Hon. G. Leake): I
snbmit this motion to the House:—

That this House deplores the existence of
the present strike gf railway employees, aud is
of opinion that thefgnen should at once return
to work, and theupon a board should be
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appointed to eomnsider and settle the question
of the demand for increased wages, without

any delay. i
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I am relieved to think it possible to-
night, or 2t any rate within a few bours,
that the responsibility which hasfrested
fm1 mge ghoulders for the last feWw days
will removed, and we shall have a
settlement of this wunfortunate matter.
Hon. members may, or may not, believe
me when I say that during the last few
days the pressure upon myself and upon
my colleagues has beengvery great; it has
been very trying, becau®e we have endea-
voured to do justice and at the same time
to maintain the Constitution. 1 might
bave hesitated in bringing forward this
motion this eveniog, but the House iz
aware that the member for South Fre-
mantle (Mr. Diamond) has, upon two
occasions, failed to obtain an opportunity
of bringing forward a definite motion.
No member of the House regretted more
than I did that he, unfortunately, was
blocked by the Standing Orders; and I
felt it was my duty if, by any possible
means I could assist him to have the
matter discussed, it should be done. I
am glad to think now that the motion is
before the House. The motion expresses
the opinion of myself and my colleagues,
and any hon. member is, open to move
any amendient upon it ; consequently we
shall get a definite expression of opinio

from this Assembly. Again, I should
not perhaps have moved had T not been
in a position to declare that after the
negotiationg of the last few days, they
have now all ended. I and my colleagues
have written declaring our views on the
subject; ouy demands or require-
ments of the!men have been refused ;
and we have made it a condition
precedent really, namely that the men
must go back to work if this matter is to
be decided in a friendly and proper spirit.
But we have given a pledge, and we give
it now, that a proper board representing
persons on both sides of the dispute shall
be appointed to determine, without any
delay whatever, the question which 1s
at issue; and moreover we have declared
thut we will reinstate these men in their
original positions without any qualifica-
tions whatever if they will return to work
at oncel} I say we will reinstate them at
once, every one of them, and we make no
reservation; and I also declare, and I
declare it upon my honour, that there
shall be no “marked "’ men on account of
the recent dispute. (Several MeusErs:

sty

———
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Hear, hear).
fair to the men who have gone out'on !
strike, T must be equally fair to those |
who have come to the assistance of the .
State in a moment of emergency, and the
men who have been temporarily employed
will be offered employment at the same
rate of w ia.nd will not be discharged.
‘We shall no Houbt require more men to
asgist in the working of the railways; up
to the present moment so few new men
have been taken on that we shall not
be hampered by their presence; that we
can not only replace the strikeriin their
old positions, but I am also Mappy to
state that we shall be able to continue
the men who have come to our assistance.
To show that the negotiations are ended,
I will read telegraoes which have passed
between myself and the executive com-
mittee of the Railway Association§this
afternoon. I donot propose to quoté my
letters of the 8th and 9th of this month,
that is yesterday and the day before,
declaring the views which we entertain
on the question, because everybody knows
the contents of those letters, and they
can be seen in yesterday's andfto.day’s
morning pewspapers; but I wibte, as I
gay, letiers on the 8th and 9th, and this
afternoon about 4 o’clock I received this
telegram from Mr. Guilfoyle, the general
secretary of the Railway Association:—

Your letter 9th instant received. Men will
not ret to work until fettlers’ grievances
getiled. ¥ Why not accept board agreed on ab
confereifce Monday, please P—(Signed) W.
GUILFOILE.

In reply I despatched the following:—

Government have always been ready to
accept board. Have so far received noreply to
my letters of 8th and 9th.

A slight mistakg was made there which
1 corrected withfhis telegram :—

Slight mistake in my last telegram. 1 should
have referred only to my letter of 8th, as T
gi'ﬁsume your telegram part reply to letter of
That did not alter the substance of the
telegram. Then I received this fromg Mr.
(tuilfoyle, and I ask hon. member;‘pan
ticularly to listen to it :—

Government rejected board agreed upon at
conference on Monday, after occupying atten:
tion of my committee and myself all day.
Subsequently we decided no use continuing '
negotiations.

I then, in reply to that telegram, said:—
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Also, while I desire be ' against your assertion
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that Governmen
rejected board.

Hon. members will surely remember tha
the specches of everybody, and the corres
pondence, show that a board was actuall;
agreed upon to settle the grievances o
certain civil servants. That board wa
composed of two parties taken as nearl
a8 possible from Ctehe two sides in th
dispute ; two members actually frow th
executive of the Railway Association, an«
two members from the staff of the railways
Now here was a board, as I say, to setth
civil servants’ disputes, consisting of thre
civil servants, d a fourth man, th
actual a.ccredite%gent of the men whi
were fighting the department. Can it be
said, then, that those men had any fea
that justice, frow their point of view
would be denied them ? Could anything
be more liberal than the intention of the
Government in agreeing to the comstitu
tion of that board ? BAnd does that look a
if it were a trick, does that Jook a= if the
. were unfairly treated, does it look as 1
we discredited their representatives?
say, no. Nothing could be fairer, nothing
from a manly standpoint could be mon
honourable than that. The Ministn
have decidedJon a certain course. Wi
contend that the demand for the increas:
of wages has never been absolutel;
refused Ly the Commissioner of Rail
ways; and we say, moreover, that fron
the time the demand was made we wen
ever willing to refer the dispute to
board which would represenﬁ:l:)th sides
and that the matter should inquirec
into and determined without any delay
And, moreover, we said that the award o
increased pay, if allowed to those whe
claimed it, should act retrospectively
Recognising the principle of trade union
izm, recogmsing what the Legislature has
affirmed, we desired tof} follow wha
appeared to us to be the proper course
that with the idea of avoiding strikes we
should refer this matter to arbitration for
final determination. But those very mer
who clamoured for the recognition of this
principle, now thag it has been given, ]
find are the ﬁm% violate it. T have
found myself in this position: I musi
either yield to what I believe fo be ar

. improper demand, improperly brought

forwmard, or I must myself violate the

I accept your decision that negotiatjone shall
no longer continue, but proteab‘strongly )

constitution. In disputes and difficulties
between parfies, we have recourse tc
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some tribunal.
tribunal of justice, the courts of the
land, and sometimes it is to arbitration.
But the old days of trial by ordeal have
passed ; though unhappily it seems the
parties on the other side of this dispute
desire to revert to that old harbaric
custom. We say that this syst.em‘lof
settling matters by strikes is only anotfler
form of terrorism, and the desire of the
public is that every Legislature should
substitute for that form of terrorism
something more nanly and more humane;
and in that we recognise the principle of
arbitratiopn. But when either of these
fail, if gthe law give the subject no
redress, or if he be unfairly treated before
the tribunal of the court or of arbitration,
there is a final court of appeal under the
British Constitution, namely Parliament
itself. Parliament was in session when
this strike began. If the men feared
failure to obtaing redress of their
grievances by the other course which I
have suggested, was it not open to them,
whilst Parliament was in session, to
make an appeal to hon. members who sit
here, members who represent every shade
of opinion, and I believe every interest
in the Btate? And ifjwe are not capable
of deciding as men ‘4 dispute between
men, then we have no right to occupy
these benches. [SeviEral MEMBERS:
Hear, hear.] But our first dnty is to
uphold the Constitution. This is no
dispute between labour and capital. It
cannot be said that in this particular
instance there is any grinding-down of
labour under the tyranmical heel of
capital. The strikersin this instance are
like those who occupy this Treasury
bench: they are civil servants, who
should recognise me as their official
supertor; and I, as their official superiqr,
recognise the superiority of Pa.rlia.ment}
Parliament who are my masters, not tle
strikers. (General applause.) Parlia-
ment, indeed, is the master of both
parties. If I have denied these men
justice, if they canoot get justice from
me or at the hands of any tribunal
which they elect, or, upon which we
agree, then I saylflet them come
before this tribunal] which again 1
affirm is the master of both parties.
We have now to maintain the dignity of
the Government; we have to maintain
the dignity of the State; we have to
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Sometimes it 1is the.’ maiutain, too, the dignity of Parliament:

and I declare with all sincerityfjthat, if
the Government be not upheld in the
course they bave taken, the power of
Parliament itself isimperilled. The men
who are out on strike, I have declared
and still declare are civil servants. Their
salaries are the subject of a vote of this
House; the money togpay those salaries
was passed last year;%and it is the duty,
I have said inside and outside of this
House, for Ministers to keep within the
vote of Parliament: they are not justified
in exceeding the authorisations save in
exceptional eircumstances. And the civil
servants know thal we ardbound by that
principle; they know that they are
dependent, not upon individual Ministers,
but upon Parliament, for their salaries;
and they know, too, that they cannot get
an increase in their salavies without the
vote of Parhament; and, indeed, if we
were to give that increase, we should bef
violating the big constitutional principle
for which we have contended, namely the
necessity for recognising Parliament and
Parliament alone as the proper authority
to control the public funds. To grant
these men this increase at the present
moment would, I say, be a violation of a
constitutional prineiple ; and iffjwe were
to accede to thatrequest withouta vote of
Parliament, you gentlemen on both sides
of the House would not be doing your
duty if you did not burl me from office.
Again I say, witb the knowledge of these
cireumestances, why gid not the men
appeal to Parliamen{-§to Parliament, the
masters of us both—Parliament, to whom
they must look for their salaries and for
any increases; and if it were in our
power to give those increases to-day,
could we not give increases to other civil
servants during the course of the year?
And how cani\;e possibly estimate our
expenditure if Yncreases are to be forced
upon the Government by-their own civil
servants, whilst Parliament is out of
session ? I refuse to budge an inch
from thet constitutional position; but
if the House declare that I am wrong,
very well.  Other gentlemen, I hav
no doubt, can be found to take my
place and the places of my colleagues.
What happened on Monday was this. A
board was agreed upon, as I have said,
but the strikers declared at ouce, * Though
we appoint the board, we will not be
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bound by their decision.” Wasfffthere
ever anything more absurd than that ?
They also contended the men would not
return to work unless they were satisfied
with the decisioa of the board. What
was the good of that ¥ Here we appoint
& board, and we emasculate it at once,
rendering it practically useless either agla
deliberative or judicial body. If I wdre
to consent to such a course as that, I
should properly be laughed at as a spine-

less politician ; a man who is only seeking -

an opportunity to give way; a man who
wmakes himselfy a feather bed. Noj; I
prefer the hardgeobble-stones of constitu-
tional principle, and, if I fall, T fall on
and by them, The third point was the
question of reinstatement. I yielded to
that. I told the executive in my letter
that the men would be reinstated at goce,
but at the same time the people whoghad
been taken on ought to be and should be
duly regarded; and I regretted to seein
yesterday's Morning Herald there was
a gross misrepresentation of my letter.
[Me. F. Connor: Oh!] I do hope hon.
members will not interject. I feel that
if I am thrown off thgthread of my
remarks, I shall not do justice to myself
or this House. T say I was grossly mis-
represented in that newspaper, because 1t
wus suggested that this remark about
the reinstatement, or the difficulty of
reinstating if there wus dglay, amounted
toa threat. I am going an extract
from this newspaper. It Bays:—

But if the matter of the board has been mis-
managed, what shall be said of their proposal
ad fo the reinstatement of the men on strike ?
What the Premier’s letter on this point really
amountgto is that reinstatement shall be con-
ditionaliapon the claims of the men who have
been ta¥en on during the strike,

Lister to that: *conditional upon the
claims of the men who have been taken
on during the strike !

If the Minsters had consalted men of experi-
ence in dealing with large bodies of workmen,
such as Mr JMorgans and Mr. Teesdale Smith,
they would*have discovercd that trades union-
ists do not sacrifice their own men. The
essence of trades unionism is unity. The men
have sworn to stand or fall together. Here in
Mr. Leake’s lefter is a suggestiqp that the men
who have been talken on shoul retained in
their positions, and the strikes whom they
have succeeded should not regain their places.
It would be actual dishonour for trades union-
ista who have gome on sirike to accept a
settlement under which a number of them
would be sacrificed. In no large strike has
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such atondition been accepted, and if the
railway men were to accept it in this case,
they would be held in contempt by every
trades unionist in Australin. Then Mr. Leake
proceeds to emphasize his condition as to rein-
statement by saying the longer ghe strike
continues the more difficalt it wil me to
replace the strikers when a settlelent takes
place. ‘This is the sort of threat that only
hardens the heart of a striker. If all other
conditions had been satiefactory, this ene as to
reingtatoment made it absolutely impossible
fox the men to accept the terms of settlement.
{)&:ﬁnk this was a misrepresentation,
ause I tell the House that, before that
article was written, [ myself was in the
editorial office of that paper, and T told
the editor s message had gone to the
executive of the association to say that,
if the men returned to work§ in the
morning, they would one and all be
reinstated at once. That is the mis.
representation I complain of. I make
no comment upon it, but I think it fair
to myself to show it is by representations
of that kind the sirjke is continued ; and
when we find tha,icourse pursued, when
we find speeches diStorted by the executive
of this body, when we find that men are
not kept informed of the procedure and
the communications which have taken
lace, when we find that a few think a
etter frpmw me as the Premier of this
State isinot good enough to put before
the exeutive, then I say they are not
fighting fairly ; and when, in addition to
that, we find that men read in public
only bhalf a letter, only so much of a
letter as fits in with the views they are
advocating, then IEa,y we have received
o tair treatment" and that the men
and the general public are gulled. I
cannot submit tc that sort of thing.
If these men will not defer to the
tribunal of Parliament, I do so. I
want to gnow where I stand. I want
to lmow} whether sound government,
houest government, or at any rate manly
intentions, are to be maintained. What
I want to know is whether I am right or
whether T am wrong. If I have done
wrong, for goodness’ sake let Parliament

say s and say so with no uncertain
voice. § 1f I am right, I appeal to you as
men td stand by me. This is a crisis in

the affairs of this country which has
never arisen before; theeyes of the Aus-
ftralian States are upon us; and it
behoves us to show that the Government
stand firm, and that welre going to
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recognise the rights of the people. Are
the Ministry going to control L’Ee affairs
of this country, or are they and the Par-
linment 0 be controlled by a section of
the civil service ?

Mg. F. Conrvor: This iz not a party
question at all.

Tre PREMIER.: ]'!know it is not;
and that is why I aw throwing so much
vehemence into my words. I feel that I
can appeal to the manliness and good
sense of every member of Parliament.

Mg. Jacosy: Patriotism.

Tue PREMIER: *“Patriotism,” which
is better still, and the idea of constitu-
tional right. § Tt is not a question now as
to whether séven shillings or eight shil-
lings a day is an adequate wage. We
have never refused that request. If it
were a question of seven shillings or
eight shillings a day, it might be deter-
mined easily. They say there bave been
pledges, and that we ought to give way;
but I say that if it is so simple as that,
if the duty of the Government is so
obvious, there was no necessity for a
strike. If the claim is just, why should
the men strike? No; that is not the
poiut.‘ The question is this, and it is
this I am fighting for—it is not a ques-
tion of rise or no rise, but a question
whether the Ministry and Parliament
shall rule, or whether the Western
Australian Government Railway Em.
ployees’” Association of civil servants shall
domiopate us both,

Mz. F. Connor:fRight or wrong.

Tre PREMIER: Right or wrong, cer-
tainly. Are we to delegate our powers,
not only as a legislative but as a governing
body, to a parcel of civil servants? In
using that expression, I do not wish to
convey any disrespect of the civil servants.
{ know whaff§a body of men they all are,
and I know too what a fine body of men
are these railway employees—none finer in
the State. But I do deplore this fact, that
these men, physically & fine lot and men-
tally superiof to the average man, should
be misled by%me or two persous who are
clamouring f8r notoriety, and are aiming
at a power which the Constitution denies
them, I will admit that the strength of”
their position 18 enormous; not by reason
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of its justice, but by reason of the power

they wield. It is the strength of[fforce
and might, not of justice.
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A Memszr : The force of cruelty.

Tae PREMIER : It is the force of
cruelty, one hon. member says. These
men control, or at any rate think they
control, the carrying power of this State.
They know that, if they strike and suc-
ceed in inducingltheir friends to come out
with them, they paralyse our carrying
trade and cut-off supplies from the gold-
fields, thus exciting perbaps the angry
passions of the people. They think if
they pursue on the fields the tactics they
have adopted down here, they will put the
people againstiithe Ministry, and that con-
sequently the” Ministry, no matter how
right they are, must yield to this pressure,
But if we yield to-day, we must yield
again next week or next month. We
have come face to face with a difficulty, and
I am going to see it out. Ther§has got to
be a decision on this point one Wway or the
other. REither I am right or T am wrong.
If T am wrong, tell rue so; if T am right,
stand by me.

A Memsur: You are right.

Tee PREMIER: ] say if this con-
tinues, these men havdfithe power to force
the mine.owners of Coolgardie to shut
down the mines; these men can turn out
of work nearly all the bundreds and
thousands of men on the fields; they can
raise a riot, if they pursue there those
inflammatory mgthods they have adopted
here. The mengon the fields cannot live
without food Bupplies, and we have
resolved to do our best to keep up those
food supplies. We have determined that,
if necessary, we shall curtail the passenger
traffic and have special trains run to the
ficlds, conveying nothing but food
supplies. We want tolbe true to the
people on the fields, and We shall do our
very best for them. Every other publie
convenience must suffer, but human life
must be respecled. If we donot make
an effort in this direction, we certainly
will be liable to censure. Consequently,
our first effort@in the morning, if the
strike continuesfwill be to put on what
new hands we can to load up food trains.
We will call for volunteers from the
public for the service, and we intend to
despatch a train of food supplies to the
goldfields in order to showg the public up
there—I do not say our friends up there,
I say the public—that we at any rate are
loyal in our intentions, and that what we

. say we intend to do.
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Me. F. Corrvor: You did not say that
at West Perth, when you were standing.
Tee PREMIER: Is it fair to brin
in an electioneering claptrap ery on a
great occasion like this? I regret that
the hon. member should descend to such
a level. I have always regarded him,
although a political opponent, atill asz a
man; and IYhave always thought that
whatevefifaults he might have, he at any
rate regdtded the public interest as the
paramount consideration. Well, I do not
know that I canjsay any more. I have
endeavoured as briefly but as emphatic-
ally as possible to lay the painful position
of affairs before the House. I have don
all I can to ullay any feelings of irri
tion. You will notice that there has been
no talk of eulling out this body or that
body, that there has been no threat of
anything of that kind. Aad we do not
propose there shall be. If we cannot win
byta.ppea.ling to the good sense of the
public at large, then we cannot win at all,
and we must go down. But we will go
down in those circumstances with absolute
ignominy. I do not want to go down
with iggominy ; I do not want it said of
me thatfll was afraid to face a difficulty
when [ thet it. And I am conscicus of
this, that if I were to yield under pressure,
the very men who beat me would laugh
at me to-morrow and tell me that I
wag —-
A Mewsgr: They,would despise you.
Tae PREMIER:} They would say,
“ Another of these jelly-fish politicians,
who wiil yield at omce when he is
squeezed.” If one man knows he can
squeeze another man in authority, he
knows too that another man can do it;
and he knows, consequently, that he
cannot possibly have any confidence what-
everjnor can his friends have any con-
fidence, in the stability of that man in
authorily as a leader. At this early stage
of my political caveer —atd I consider this
is practically the beginning of my career—
if I go down, I want it to be seen that T
gofdown as a man of honour. I will go
down with my colours nailed to the mast,
and I will go down fighting to the very
last breath. Then I shall go down know-
ing perfectly well that at any rate I have
done my very best to maintain constitu-
tional nghtsy This Parliament must be
dominated ne power: it must be
d-rminated by no Ministry within, it
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must be dominated by no mob without ;
because, if it is possible for either of the
two to happen, then away with constitu-
tional government altogether. Now here
is a distinct issue. We havalhsked the
House to affirm in this wm8tion the
principle for which we have contended.
We have not by any form of words, or
by any pretty phrases, attempted to
avoid the real point at issue, or to catch
the vote of any member. The underlying
principle of the presenifisituation is this—
never forget it—that* before the dis.
pute can be settled or considered, the
men must go back to work. That
is the prineiple—each man must go
back to work. Then, when that position
is attained, I give my promise in this
House to Parliament, as a.iMinister and
ag a man, that every step £Ball be taken
to have the matter settled with the least
possible delay. I believe it can be settled,
if not within a few hours, at any rate
within a few days, and at mpest within a
week. Possibly, it may beYsettled in a
few hours, Now, having put the case so
clearly, hon. members know exactly how
we stand and what we intend to do. I
want to emphasise that I will not budge
an inch from the position which I have
takgn up—absolutely I will not budge.
Bu;n saying that, I do not mean that I
will®not accept any verbal amendments
to this motion, such as will make the
meaning wmore clear perhaps. If, for
instance, hon. members want to declare
within what time the matter ghould be
seftled, I will agree to anything like that.
Ifjthey want to say anything as to the
constitution of the board, I do not think
I can honestly object to that. Al Twant
is that a board shall be agreed upon to
determine this matter, and that the ques-
tion ghall be settled once and for all.
Nowgl admit T am heartily tired of the
situatlon; but I am not poing to turn
tail, I am not going to leave wy friends
in the lurch, I am not going to leave
Parliament in the lurch, and T am
not going to leave the country in the
lurchiyso long as they will support me.
But il there be an adverse vote on this
motion, my resignation is in the hands of
the Governor immediately it is passed. I
feel so strongly upon the question that
I wunt it to be digtinetly understood that
I cannot carry onythis fight any longer
unless I have the ‘support of the public,
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or certainly of Parliament; and I believe )
if Parliament be unanimous in passing !
this motion, the men who are opposed to us, |
and who have been misled, are sufficiently

reasonable to believe that Parliament |
represents public opinion, ofat any rate

is capable of expreseing it; ahd they will !

say ** We have foughtas men : we cannot
fight against every constitutional prin-
ciple and every constitutional body.”
And as soon as they know that they will
get justice, that Parliament has affirmed
that justice shall be done, T believejthey
will say “The fight is over: we wil go
back ;" because they will know from the
agsurance i1 have given to-night that
every man will be reinstated in his old
position ;
With these observations, although they
hayd been lengthy, I submit the motion
tofthe favourable consideration of hon.
members.

Mk, W. J. GEORGE (Murray): 1
second the motion.

Hon. ¥. H. PIESSE (Williams):
Judging by the expression of opinion
which fell from membhers & few evenings
ago when this matter was touched wpon,
and when tl&ey geemed to be unanimous,

we are uponfommon ground. I am aure
it will not expected of me to go very
fully into the matter, for the reason that
T have already expressed my opinion in -
regard to the course that should be

taken. No doubt thig is an_occurrence
which we all regret, aund therdis no one
who regrets it more than I Qo for the
reason that I bave already in my official
capacity in the past had to face similar
difficulties, therefore T am able to sympa-
thise with those gentlemen who have now
to face this diffically. I do not wish to{]
be recriminating nor to reflect on any
member of the House in regard to their
action in the past, but nearly a year ago
I stood on the floor of this House, and
although I regret I had to take up the
time of the House for two hours in put-
tingd my case before hon. members, I am
sorry to say very little sympathy was
shown to me in my position, Now
to-day we find the Ministry faced with a
difficulty which I think could have been
averted if some support had been given |
to me in the past. It was}never my
desire to fight the railway men. My !
desive was always to work on terms of :
amity with these men, to do justice to
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them, to be fair to them, and to endea-

.vour as far as possible to administer the

depargment which I then had control of
in thebest interests of the State. Itried
to do my best, and I hope that in o
measure I succeeded in wmany respects.
In regard to the unfortunate disturbance
similar to this, to which I have referred,
had it not been for many of the expres-
sions of opinion made infthis House and
many other places, I think we should not
to-day have had to face this tronble. Now
we have to deal with it, and I am sure
the speech delivered by the Premier
to-night must convince hon. members,
and the people of the country, that it is
a%na.tter that must not be trifled with,
It is a matter that wust be dealt with
firmly, at the same time not defiantly;
still I think, in expressing the opinion
the Premier did to-night, he has given
the ideas of most right-thinking men on
this question. [Mzmsers: Hear, hear.]n
I have always said that if Parliament is
to be dominated in this country, if the
Government are to be dominated by
a section of the civil servants of the
country, or I may say the workers who
are connected with a great institgtion
such as the Railway Department is§then
good-by to all anthority. T could, I am
sure, deal very fully with this matter, but
as I bave just now said I think the words
which have been uttered to-night so fully
convey to hon. members my opinion,
because I may say on the whole T indorse
th{\‘ema.rks which have fallen from the
Préwier; and I say this too that there is
no man mwore desirous than I am to-day
to see this matter brought to a termina-
tion. If I were to attempt fo gain a
political advantage, I conld do so; but I
am not desirougfof attempting that, not-
withstanding the fact that in some sections
of the Press it has been stated that T am
a sceker after office, and that I am
anxious for office. I may say I am not.
If it be necessary in, the interests of the

* country for me to filfsuch a position, Lam

always ready to do my best; but I may
assure the House, and it may not be
geverally known, that I an not one who
seeks after office ; and I say this too that
if the pricg to be paid for that office be
the helpin’a%o continue this unfortunate
strike, then 1 am not an aspirant for it.
I am sorry that the public, who after all
are no doubt imbued with good desires



816 Railway Strike ;

atrd motives, in a great measure have
helped to continue this unfortunate state
of affairs—at any rate a section offfthe
people. There seem to be so

mistakes in regard to the matter that 1t
would take hours to discuss them all.
We find from time to time, appearing in
the Press, letters from many people on
the side of the men, stating that they
consider the Government shouldfgive way,
and that eight shillings a day should
be paid to the men. No one is more
desirous than I that the men should
Teceive a fair day's pay for the work
they are doing; but it 18 not a matter
for the public or the Parliament to judg
of until full inquiry has been made into
the whole of the circumstances; therefore
I take it the board that the Minister has
determined on in this instance is one that
should commend itself to the country,
becanse, in doing what the Government
have done, in asking for fime tofconsider
the matter, they are consideling the
interests of the large body of taxpayers
of the country; because, had he conceded
this point, it is hard to say how far-
reaching it would have been. I am well
aware of the difficulties with which the
hon. gentleman has been faced ;Jand I
may say, knowing as I do of these
dificulties, and also the results which
might follow a hasty determination in
this direction in regard to the expendi-
ture, there is no one who can commend
him more than I do for the action he has
taken. But I wilfjalso say I am sorry to
find that, on one‘or two occasions, the
hou. gentleman has not acted in the
conctliatory way in which he should have
acted. Of course, there is no doubt he
has been desirous of acting zealously in
the position in which he is placed } T amn
sure he has been desirous of maifaining
the dignity of his position and also his
strength of character. I commend him
for all this. I am sure no omne will
commend him more than I do, because it
is following my own principle in the
past. I ha.vittlried, wherever 1t has been
nevessary, to maintain strength in regard
to a principle. If that principle were
such as I thought was in the interests of
the country, I have tried to maintain it
strougly. The Minister, in endeavouring
to do this, was perhaps at times carried
away b;‘his zeal or his desire to muintain
that phnciple in a etrong manner:
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hence it appears from time to time
that one or two incidents way have,
as it were, conveyed to the public
mind that the intention was not so gon-
ciliatory as it might have been. I dt{not
wish to deal with this matter at any great
length. I could say a good deal in regard
to the past; I do not intend to touch
upon it ; it is sufficient for us to deal with
the present. And, as I said long ago,
although I had differences, still§ when
those differences were settled by others
who assumed the responsibility, so far as
1 was concerned I was determined, if
ever it came to my lot again to deal with
that large department, to allow the past
to remain the past, and to deal fairly and
justly with thatfgreat muss of employees.
I am confident, too, that we have in that
body a large class of men who are a
credit to the country, and I quite indorse
the Premier's remarks in regard to them.
One thing to which the Premier alluded
I should just like to mention :|that is,
the recognitionof the railway assotiations.
Of course, once this was granted, we all
hoped the difficulties would disappear,
and that we should find the men working
in a conciliatory spirit, and with a desire
to do their best in the interests of the
country. We considered, too,‘that the
expression of opinion given some fime
ago by the secretary of the Engine-
drivers’ and Firemen's Association in
regard to the principle of strikes, should
80 far have convinced the men that to
resort to such barbarous methods as
these—to_uss his own words—was to
resort t«:’ a means which the country
would not countenance. I have only to
refer to those words which I uttered in
this House on the 13th September last;
and I will repeat that which I then gave
to the House—the words of the secretary
himgelf :—

I hardly think it|necessary to assure you
that such a thing as’ going on strike has not
at any time been mooted or even mentioned
among the members of this association, for
ome of the firat items in the preamble to the
constitution adopte}l;y the conference held in
Melbourne in 18528nd which is binding on
this asacciation in #mmon with the kindred
bodies in the sister colonies, reads aa follows :—
“Strikes and other barbarous methods of
obtaining redress are not in consonance with
the spirit of the times, and we rely on the
justice of our cause and thfforce of public
opinion to attain our ends, aff the results so
obtained are more lasting, although a greater
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length of time may be necessary to gain the

required point.”

I may say of these words, coming aa they !

did from that official of the executive, that
if the principlefthey contained had only
been adhered to' in thie instance, the end

which they wished to attain could have

been attained in the way there expressed,
and attained with much more honour

than is likely to be achieved through the .
| that a classification should be made and

means they have now adopted. I am
BUre eVeryone mus
that the men should have resorted

to it. i3 also to be rvegretted; that '

they, now the opportunity is offered

them through this motion of returning to |

their work, will take advantage of it, is
sincerely to
say I think iffperbaps might be an induce.”
ment to thos® who are wavering, and also
might help to restore the running of the
trains, if a timne were fixed ; and therefore
it might be well to make the motion read
as follows: That a board should b

appointed to consider and seitle th

question of the demand for increased

wages ; that the words “without delay” |

be struck out, and the following added:
“and to report within & certain time "—
fixing, say, a week. I think a week would
be a sufficient time to deal with this pne
point; and therefore there should be}juo
difficulty, considering too that sufficient
myuiry has already been made throughont
the department in regard to the question
of wages in this special case, in bringing
the strike t0 a conclusion. That would
possibly meet with the approval of the
House, and would probably bring about,
at an earlier stagef}a solution of the diffi-
culty. 1 should liRe to say one word, too,
before I conclude in regard to the wages,
in reference to the many comments which
have been made by the public as to the
men being entitled to 8s. a day. We
must not forget this}iz a matter which
has certainly receivéd or should have
received the attention of the Commissioner
of Railways, and which probably should
have been settled. I sball not touch upon
that point very fully, because all [ know is
from the reports I have heard. But as
regards my ownjaction in this matter,
this request for” wages did not come
before me until the week before I resigned
office; in fact it came to me during, I
think, the first week in Auvgust. I
virtually resigned on the 16th August;

i;edesired. T should like to .

regret this strike;

|
|
4
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consequently, I bud not time to deal wit.h.
it fully. But in regard to the question of
the gangers, there was a decision arrived
at that the gangers be paid at a certain
rate; but the difference between the
other men and the gangers was so amall
that T did not care, without having a
scheme of classificatiorf¥placed hefore me,
to deal with it at that time; hence the
reason it was referred back, with 2 request

the request again submitted. It is well
known that I lefi office on the 23rd
August; consequently there wus not
sufficicot timg] to bring np the matter
again. I may say, for the information of
the people, who do not seem to under-
stand this subjeet, that wupon this
great railway system there are dif-
ferent lengths of line, some requiring
more attention than others; and we must
not forget that there are diﬁerenﬁon-
ditions of climate, different circumsthnces
in which the men live; hence the reason
1 was anxions to have a classification,
grading the men according to the posi-
tions in which they were situated or
according to where they worked; and T
think it should c¢qmmend itself to the
House and to thefwen themselves that
such a classification should be carried out.
If there is to be a minimum, and if it be
fized at 7s. or 7¢. 6d. or whatever it may
be, let it be fixed. But let there be
gredes ; because unless there are grades,
ill be great difficulty in carrying
out tlis service in anything like a satis-
factory manner, either to the Government
or to the men. Anpd we must not forget
that in some districts the work is lighter
than in others, If we are to pay the
men the same rate off pay for their
services, then we wust increase tbe
length of line thev have to work, or
must reduce the number of men employed
in the different gangs. All this means
time, and time should be given to the
Commissioner and his officera to deal
with this subject. If it'be decided
that 8s. a day shall be paid to these
men, let the decision rest with those who
recommend it, and let the country pay it;
but if it be decided that they shall start
at o maximum of 7s. or 7s. 6d. and with
grades going up to 8s. 6d., I take it that
aleo should be accepted by the men as a
final settloment of this difficulty, T bave

. mentioned thia because it seems that
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people who are constantly writing say the
men should be paid 8s. a day irrespectiv
of the conditions, and I beheve that if
were only able to trace out many of the
writers of those letters we find to-day, I
should discover they are paying their own
men only 7s. u day, but because this is a
Government concern and they will gai
popularity, they write to recommend 8s.
I say those people are not true friends of
"this country. I have never subordinated
my own personal views in order to gain
popularity or to achieve gain in a
political sense. It should be the duty of
every man who is desirous tof help for-
ward the interests of this country to
study this question thoroughly, and to
decide upon it irrespective of the con-
sequences to him politically. Notwith-
standing the fact that I could probably
say many things—and I was inclined to
do so, for I felt much hurt over this sub-
ject inkthe past, but I restrained myself —
I say“let bygones be bygones m the
interests of this great country and this
great railway system, which, after all, is
the main artery of communication in the
country, the life-blood, I may say, of its
progress ; and why should we ma.xi;:ha.t by
supporting those who, I am sure, are
unfortunately advised, and who probably
have adopted a course which cannot be
supported by any right-thinking man in
this country ?

Mr. A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) : I rise to move an amendment,
namely :——

That all the words after “ that" he struckl
out, and the following words be inserted in
lieu thereof :~-" Thia House, while recognising
the propriety of the Government demand that
differences between the Railway De ont:
and its employees should bhe settled by arbi-
tration, is of opinion that owing to the long
delays — caused bgx unavoidable political
changes—which havdloccurred in dealing with
the present dispute, dhd to the general admis-
sion of the justness of the claims of the per-
manent-way men, arbitration should be waived
in this instance, and recommends that the
Government; should accede to those claims,”
This evening I feel a sense of responsi-
bility which I§fancy very few members
have experionced on their first entering
Parliament. Af the very outset, I would
ask members to believe [ am not actuated
inany way byany personal motive, but that
my desire is to see the end of this terrible
strike, and my anxiety is infithe interests

pot of the men only, and nofof the mem-
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bers of the Government, or members of
this House, but of the great community
of Western Australia. [ have no personal
interest to serve more than this, that in
common with all business men my greatest
aim is tofsee the sirike ended, and to that
end I myself am sacrificing a consider-
able amount of personal popularity in
certain circles, Before I go any further
I would like to say it has been gaid Iam
amember for a labour constituency. Tam
notmember for a. Jabour constituency} The
labour vote in South Fremantle covers a
very small percentage of the total voters
in that district. 1 am speaking under a
sense of very great disaudvantage; I am a
victim of circumstances. Owing to my
want of knowledge I was precluded from

"debating this subject last evening j}and,

owing to 2 bungle perhaps on the' part
of the gentleman on my left (Mr. C. H.
Rason), I was again precluded from
introducing the motion. I mow labour
under the greater disadvantage of having
to follow the Premier, an old experienced
parliamentary hand, and a brilliant
speaker. Worsefthan that, I have to
face the utterances of the leader of the
party on this side of the House; but I
will say nothing about that, because this
is mot a party question, and in that
respect I trust that even should my,
amendment be carried, the Premier wi
not put into force that threat which he
held out to us a little while ago.

A MenuBER: You had better ask him.

Me. DIAMOND : I ask members not
to interrupt. This is a very difficult task

I have to perform, and if you will give me
a chance ivill do it to the best of my
ability. e have heard a great deal this

evening from the Premier about the
Constitution ; we have heard from him
about the terrorism of strikes; we have
heard about the capitalists grinding down
labour, and 80 on——

Tee Premiee: No; you hav&mt.

Mg. DIAMOND: I am quothg your
words.

Tee Premizg: You are misquoting

me.

Mr. DIAMOND : But having heard so
much about constitutionalism, etcetera,
we have heard nothing at all about the
real subject we are to discuss this
evening, the absolute rights and wrongs
of the case. We havdinot heard one word
of that, and I will ®endeavour in very
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wrongs before this House. In doing so,
I repeat I am not here as an advocate of
the railway men. I am here to advocate
the public cause, and doghot you forget it.
Public opinion is sweeping round, and is
coming in with such a tremendous stream
that it will overwhelm those who are
standing in its way. The rights and the
wrongs of the case are these. The men
formulated :1 demand or claim on the
1

plain words to lay the actual rights and l

department adlong time ago; T believe 12
months ago of more. I believe they say |
they made the claim 18 months ago. |

Tee CommissioNER oOF RAILWAYS: J
They made it in Auguet last.

Mz, DIAMOND : They were bandied |
about from pillar to posi. clear state. |
ment of the case was made§at a meeting |
held in the Fremantle n hall last
Saturday night, and that statement has |
not been gansaid. One Commissioner
of Railways did nothing, another did |
nothing, and now we have a third Com.
missioner who is going to do nothing. >
The facts of the case are as follow. ,
Thesef men are working in the lowest |
grade’df the service at 7s. per day. Ts |
there a man in this House who will say |
that 7s. per day is a fair and reasonable

for those men, considering the cost
of living in this State? No; there idno
man in the House who will say so. e
gentlemen on the other side of the
House, members of the Government who
are opposing the demands of the men,
dare not say it The men have asked
for an advance of 1s. per day over and |
over again.§ No one has ever said that |
they were not entitled to it. They were |
put off with all sorts of specious pro- |
mises. - They were never given a fair, |
straightforward answer by anybody until |
I believe the late Premier left that !
minute of his, saying the men had
proved their casdright up to the hilt. |

A MemsEr: PHe did not leave that
minute.

Me, DIAMOND : All parties concede
practically, if pot in words, that the
demand is just. It is not the whole of |
the railway service that is demanding,
this inerease of ls. per day; it is only}.
one section of the men, requiring litile or
no clagsification, who wished to establish
a minimum wage. Is that minimum too |
high? It is impossible for people in this |

State to contend that the men are not |
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entitled to the payment of 8s. per day
which jhey ask.

MeRTeespALE SuI1TE: Are they mar-
ried or single men

Mr. DIAMONYD: It having been pene-
rally conceded that the men are entitled
to this rise in wages, the question comes,
why could not they get it?

Tue CoumisstoNer oF RarLways:
Who conceded that ?

Mg, DIAMOND: You talk about
arbitration, and boards of} this and
boards of that. This House and the
Upper House, or both of them together,
last year shut the men out from arbitra-
tion and conciliation. Is that the fault
of the men? Had that Arbitration and
Conciliation Bill not been mutilated as it
was in a stupid, senseless maunerFliJe law
of the land would have been such to-day
that the men in the Railway Service
Association would be registered under it,
and it would be utterly impossible for
this strike to take place. Now, I ask
hon. members to give consideration to
these facts. If 1 am statingQ anything
not absolutely according to fadt, T shall
be glad to have it contradicted. The
men are shut out from arbitration
and conciliation by the deliberate act
of a majority of Parliament—whether
it is the Lower or the Upper House
I am not prepared to say, and I
dofuot think that point is of any vital
importance. The men are shut out from
the benefits of the Arbitration and Con-
ciliation Act, which comprised & compul-
sory clanse and a definition of labour by
which clerks were excluded. There seems
to be an idea, in the Upper House at any

. rate, that this word ‘clerks” might

include accountants and bookkeepers,
men holding tmportant offices in the
Btate. As a matter of fact the clerks
referred to are what ure called * checkers™
and tally clerks, who have received the
same wugzes as the men, and are working
side by side with}them day after day.
Now, for that childish reason—1I hope T
am not speaking disrespectfully of the
Upper House—this definition was struck
out; and the Railway Service Association,
having these tally clerks in their body,

| are shut out from the operation of the

Act, and cannot therefore registejunder
it. I believe the association tried to
register under it, but were unsuccessful ;
and now when those who applied for
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registration under the Arbitration and
Conciliation Act, who were ready and
willing to come under its operation, but
to whom Parliament refused the right to
come under its operationfare bandied
about, as I said, from pillar to post for a
year, and can get no satisfaction, they
are told they will have to wait until the
whole service is reclassified.

TrE CoMMISSTONER OF RATLwaYs: No;
not that.

Mg. DIAMOND : They were told that
they would have to wai‘fiuntil the whole
of the service was reclassiied. The Com-
missioner of Railways used those words
in the presence of myself as o member of
& deputation. He said the men would
have to wait until the whole of the
service was reclassified. That was the
answer given them.

TEe ComMIssTONERR oF RalLwavs:
‘What about the rate of pay being retro-
spective 7

Mr. DIAMOND : That i quite correct.
The Minister did say that the rate of pay
would be retrospective. At the same
time. I would rather that he did not
interrupt me. Then, later on, the men
were offered a board ;f but they were
offered that board for the first time when
they bad sent in their ultimatum. Now,
why in the name of common sense was
the board not offered when the men sent
their first appeal to the present Minister
of Railways ? T say, of course he has n
right to have the matter thrown on his
shoulders; and I say with all due respect
that he has no right to take it on his
shoulders. I sympathise with him; I
say it was under a mistaken sense of duty
that he assumed, this responsibility. He
should not haveldone so: he had no right
to take it on higshoulders. It is a great
pity for himself and the country that he
has takeun it on himself. After the men
gent their ultimatum, 1 believe there was
some talk about a board; but the thing
had then, ingny opinion and in the men’s
opinion, gon® too far. Iam trying now
to explain to members that I am not
here as a labour member, or a member
representing 2 Labour constituency. I
am here endeavouring to put this case
clearly before the House from my own
po'mféf&view. These men, I say agnin,
have ‘been bandied about from pillar to
post: they could get no answer to
their request for nearly twelve months, I
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believe. And, at last, when driven to
desperation and take the only means left
to them—for Parliament hady ghut them
ou m the operation of the Arbitration
and Conciliation Act—the only means, T
say, to get redress of what they consider
a pgrievance, and no one in the House
says it is not a grievance, they are pruc-
tically told ““ Yes; you ought to have this
extra shilling a day; youiought to have
had it long ago; but you will have to
arbitrate in the matter.” I say that in
the position it was in then, you might as
well have appointed a board of arbitra-
tion to decide whether the sun was shinin
or not, Everybody said they ought to)
have the extra shilling a day. They had
never had & proper answer one way or the
other. When finally in a rough and ready
way they try to get the money, they are
told that they ought to wait for a board
of arbitration. Those, in my view, are
the principal facts of the case. Now I
come to a statement of the matter from
the point of the public. This is not a
party question. I certainly do not know
of any arrapgement to make it a party
question. As I said before, T will try to
pulit to the House from the public point
of view, [ say it is not a matter of con-
stitutionaliem ; it is not a matter of the
dignity of the gentlemen occupying the
Treasury benches ; it is & matter in which
even the dignity of this House to a. certain
extentfmight have been ignored for the
sake of the people of the country. I see
there are in the House a number of mem-
berg who do not seem to have any seuse
of the terrible responsibility that is on
them. We have to, face a terrible time.
You cannot replacefhese men; or if you
do contrive to replate them, it will take a
long time to do it. Tf the men are to be
replaced, it will take 2o long to do it that
a great part of the industries of our
country will become extinct, at any rate
foithe time being; and there will be
terthble suffering. Therefore I appeal to
and implore members to brush aside, it
they can for a little, the eloquence of the
leader of the House—a gentleman whom
I respect and esteem—and try just to
look at the common rights andgwrongs
of the case. T shall be sorry indeed
if this terrible state of things lasts any
longer. I eay fearlessly, if I saw any
other way out of it, if I saw any pros

of the men yielding—and I have tried to



Railway Strike:

get them to yield—I ha.v*tried my best
to get them to yield, if T thought those
men would give way, I would not advo-
cate what I am advocating to-night, not
for a moment. I would leave them to
the mercier of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways and the Ggvernment; and I beligve
they would getfjthe higher wages event-
ually, In fact. I am sure they would.
But they have taken into their heads this
idea—they have heen refused justice over
a year; now they have taken their own
way of getting justice, and they are met
with g demand that they should submit
their plaim to arbitration.

Mr. Moreaws: Can you show some
reagons why they should not ?

Mr. DIAMOND : I have endeavoured
to give my reasons why the matter
should not be submitted to arbitration,
and I will recapitulate them. I believe
those members who have spoken on the
subject acknowledge that the§men are
entitled tothe increase of a shilling a day.
Everyone who has spoken on the subject
has acknowledged and the Press are
unahimous in saying that the men should
get a shilling a day extra. Then why in
the name of common sense should we not
give itEo them, without geing to arbitra-
tion ? There is nothing toarbitrate about
if everybody are agreed.

Tre Prewier: Then there is nothing
to strike about.

Mr. DIAMOND: The Premier said
something about the capitalists grinding
down.

Tae PreMiEr: T eaid it was pot a
dispute between capital and labour.

Mr. DIAMOND: Yes;grinding down,
If 42 shillings a week in this State,
where it i8 0 expensive to live, is not a
fair amount of grinding down, then T do
not know what grinding down is. If
these men had been in the service of the
menber for]Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans)
or the member for Wellington (Mr.
Teesdale Smith), or in the service of
others in this House who employ a large
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amgount of labour, the rise in wages would .

have been granted long ago, without the

men being bandied about from pillar to

post.

paid 7s. 6d.

Mg. DIAMOND: The Premier plays
to public opinion; but, as I said aRit.t.le
while ago, public opinion has wavered in

Mer. TErspaLE SMITE:LWE always !

|
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this instance, because the men's case
was not known until Friday mormng.
If public opinion has ever wavered it
is doing sof now in the direction of the
men, There was a meeting on the
Frementle Oval this afternoon at 4 o'clock.
Three thousand people were present,
people of the town, not the strikers, and
a big petition is being signed in Fre.
mantle to-day. 'The wording of that
petition was adoptedfalmost unanimously
at the meeting on the Fremantle Oval
One man held up his hand against it, but
I believe he was deaf, and he ackmowledged
afterwards that be had made a mistake.
The resolution which was approved of at
that meeting was moved by a gentleman
holding a highf position in the town of
Fremantle, it was seconded by a man
holding the largest amount of land in
Fremantle,and the motion was supported
by similar people.

A MemeEr: What are the names ?

Mr. DIAMOND: Mr. Hicks and
Councillor Manning, reprgsenting money
and land. If thatis not.gmir expression
of public opinion in Fremantle, I do not
know whut it is. We have the Chamber
of Commerce of Fremantle deciding in
favour of the men’s claim. Members
will see, if they do not shut their eyes,
that pablic opinion bas gone over to the
men’s side, andfhas become very strong.
How, in the fate of public opinion, can
the Government continue this strike? T
understand that the Commissioner of Rail.
ways has called for free labourers to take
the place of the men on strike. How many
do you think he will get ¥ Why he will
ge{no answer. I donotthink the Govern-
meht could import labour to take the
places of these men, and how the
Ministry can maintain their attitude is a
mystery to me.

The Minister wor Mings: If these
men asked for a pound a day, how would
you manage ?

Mr. DIAMOND §The interjection is
too childish to answer. I am only
asking the Premier and Parliament
to arbitrate to-night; I only ask mem-
bers not ‘to be carried away by the

| eloquence of the Premier, and have

dust so scientifically thrown in their eyes,
which the Premier can do when he likes.
With reference to the remark that if
the men are given a shilling a day why
not give them a pound a day if they usk
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for it, I may say the men have pledged
themselves as clearly as possible, and
they say that if this inerease is granted
thej'wi]l go back to work,and everything
else 'in the future shall be submitted to
arbitration. That is a safeguard to the
covntry. In my experience in the State
I bhave never known of labour unions
breaking their pledges, and I will give
you aninstanca. See how well tl}j{umpers
have stuck to their pledge, how well the
engine-drivers have stuck to theirs! As
far as we have had experience in this
country, the labour unions have stuck to
all their pledges; and if the Railway
Asgsociation pledge themselves—and, I
have seen their pledge in writingfin
connection with the public meeting fhis
afterncon, and the memorial signed in
Fremantle—that if this concession is
granted to one section of their body they
will submit everything else in the future
to arbitration, what is the use of saying
anything about a claim of one pound a@a‘y
in the future? Let us settle this question
without any hotbloocd. InconclusionImay
repeat that T have no other object to gain
than to tryand settlethis trouble amicably.
It is a hobby with me, and I honestly
and conscientigualy believe that the
means I propos%or settling this difficulty
are the best, and if 1 did not think so I
would not have the andacity to put them
before the House. Finally, I am sure the
Premier who held out a threat of resig-
nation, if he thinks over it again, will
admit that it inot a fair thing to mem-
bers of the House. To myself it is
particularly unfair, becanse I am labour-
ing under a terrible disability in proposing
this amendment. I had to follow two old
experienced parliamentary hands, one on
this side and one on the other side of the
House, and§I am sure members will
recognise difficulty I am labouring
under. I am sure members will do me
the credit of believing, when I give them
my assurance, that I have no object to
serve but to do the best I can to end the
strike ; therefore I aslf members to vote
for my amendment.

Mr. DAGLISH (Subiaco): I second
the amendment.

Mr. R. SPEIGHT (North Perih):
Everrone can appreciate the difficulty
with which the present Cabinet have to
deal, and which comes upon themm so
soon ufter taking office; a difficulty which
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haa been created before they hadfany
association with that office; and if any
wmoral assistance can be given to the
Government by passing the Premier’s
motion, I for one will support. it, because
I think the course adopted by the men
bas not been the correct course; and if
they had adopted a proper course) the
chances are they would by this time Nave
got what they are now endeavouring to
get by force. But whilst I say I will
support that motion of the Premier, I
cannot ignore the problem as to what are
the fighting qualitigs of the department
as agninst these menfho have so unwissly
gone out on strike. * No doubt we have
had a week of cessation of business; no
doubt there has been some difficulty in
meeting the requirements of the public;
and if I were in the Cabinet, I should
require the officers of the department to
a.dvis{me of their ability to contest this
questidn successfully ; and if they assured
me they could contest it successfully, I
would say * Go on with the fight, and
fight it out to the death.” I do not for
one moment believe in any, section of
men, partienlarly in a publichservice like
the Railway Depariment, faking uvpon
themselves to bring disaster upon the
whole country. Therefore,” though my
sympathies may have been with the men,
it is not at the present moment a question
of whether they are entitled to 7s. or 8s.
a day: it is alquest.ion of the modus
operandi they dre adopting to obtain
their object. I want my friends in
the Cabinet to consider that phase when
the time arrives for them to do so,
and to put the responsibility upon the
departmental officers who may have had
something to do with bringinggbout this
misunderstanding ; to put thém to the
test as to whether they can bring about a
successful issue to this fight. If they
can, then fight it out. This does not
mean refusing the men whatever rights
they may hereafter prove themselves
entitled to, but it means that wiclmmot
be coerced by their saying, “ V¥e will
shut up your property if you do not pay
us what we want.” That is a wreng
position to take up, and it is a very delicate
position for anybody in authority to
accept. But, at the same time, we have
bad fexperience of strikes; we have had
the "engine-drivers’ strike some short
time ago, and through a week's lock-out
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we nearly arrived at famine conditions:
the peopl)t; on the fields and throughout
the country were practically on the point
‘of starvation. [A MEMBER ;Shame!] I
consider the responsibility offghe Govern-
ment ia clear; I consider the tone and
standard of morality laid down in that
motion are sound ; and I shall support it,
subject to the remarks I am making,
because I feel it essential that we should
stand shoulder-to-shoulder ypon a ques-
tion like this. But supposg']we pass this
motion, and suppose these nlen continue
to be what I may call stupid, and remain
away from their worl, and the depart-
mental officers who are responsible for
carrying on the business of the railways
assure the (tovernment that if they are
allowed to do what they wishijthey will
be ready to do it, and shall fight out the
fight to the bitter end : the first and most
important congideration is that we have
constituted ourselves sole carriers of the
traffic of the whole of this Stae; and
any cessation in the work of 700for 800
men creates a palsy in the community,
Everybody wonders where he is to get
hie next day’s food, where he is to
get his next day’s supplies. Is that
a condition of things which should
exist in a country like, this? This
trouble has been brought'a.bout by cir-
cumstances of which the House is not
yot in full possession—[Me. GEorGE:
Hear, hear]—and I wish to impress upon
the Premier and the Commissioner of
Railways that they should consider they
have only inherited this legacy, and that
they must meet the emergency to the bes
of their ability, to avoid a great cata-
strophe to the people of this country. It
would be a serious matter indeed if that
arose; and therefore, put the respon-
sibility where it ought to be put, and if
the departmental officers say they can
heat down this strike, then, rather then
giw:'wa,y on a Eri:nciple, beat it down,
and “then face the remaining questions.
I will vote for the Premier’s motion; and
I make this suggestion only as a subject
to be possibly dealt with if thia motion
have no effect on the men. I say the
Premier has not createdithe difficulty; it
has been passzed on to ; and if he be
assured that he can beat the strikers, and
has to face the closing of his lines to
traffic, he most grasp the nettle, and
grasp it in such a way as will enable him

o
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to come tape and say: “I was obliged to
do it, and could not help it 1If he
come to that conclusion, I will sup-
port him; for I say, the men, being
in the wrong, should not be supported.
Everyone who knows this coyntry knows
there is only a hand-to-mouthfsupply, and
everyone is aware Lhere will ¥e an outcry
in relativn to the shortness of that supply,
if we cannot vombat it. If the depart-
ment can combat it, by all means let them
do so. I sympathise to the fullest extent
with the Ministry in this difficulty foreed
uponfthem, I object entirely to the
actions of the men in regard to it; and if
it be essential to strengthen the hands of
the Minister, subject to what I have said
a8 to the consideration of the general
community, I shall support the motion
submitted to the Houae.l

Me. W. J. GEORGE (Murray): I
listened with verv great attention to the
words that fell from the Premier, and
with a considerable amount of pain
occasioned by the fact that o responsible
Minister of the Crown has had forced
upon him a situation compelling him to
appeal to thq patriotism of this Chamber
to support him in his action. The
situation really means that the constitu-
tional life under which we live hag either
to be abolished or to be upheld. 'There
can be no question whatever as to the
issue beforc the country at the present
time. 8o farjas the men are concerned,
I know their work as well perhaps as
any man in this Assembly. I know many
of the men who are out on strike. A
number of them worked for me either in
this State or in other States. But when
it is & questdmiof demanding absolutely
that their statements must be accepted
without investigation practically by an
independent board, then I assert these
men are being misled. It is not the
gpirit of the men itself which is wrong.
They have not had all the fagts of the
case clearly put before themljhnd put
before them: withour prejudice ; Bnd there
can be uvo greater proof of that than the
fact thut at a meeting on Friday only a
potrtion of a letter was read to the crowd,
mstead of the whole of it, Yesterday I waa
speaking to some of the men I know,
amongst the fettlers, and talking to themn
privately as a private man to a private
man, as a friend to a friend. The ques-
tion of their wages was a matter altogether
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beside the question to be decided. The
question to be decided js whether the
employer is to be ““ boss ”4}1‘ whether the
men are to be “ boss.” the men are
boss, absolute boss, it simply means that
in course of a little time they will be
quarrelling among themselves. By ““boss-
ing"” I do not mean anything offensive,
but I simply, refer to those who have to
lead. Therimust be a leader in every-
thing. In all walks of life among unions
it is recognised there must be a leader,
and that the leader's position must be
fairly considered and fairly respected.
There is no getting away from the fac
that the question is not as to the justi
of 75 or Bs. a day to be paid to the
men. Responsible government under
which we live is on its trial, and that has
either to be absolutely condemned or to
be upheld. T agree entirely with a grea
denl that fell from my friend the membe
for North Perth (Mr. R. Speight). Ido
not know whether the officials of the
department have been consulted or not,
but I think they should be, and that
comnsel should be taken in connection
with this matter as to whether they can
see the gountry through. The inconveni-
ence thefpublic suffer at the present time
so far as food supplies are concerned
should be met, even if the passenger
traffic has to cease; for the public of this
country can better afford to put up with
the inconvenience of losing their passenger
supply, and with the harm to theirgbusi.
ness, than we or they can afford to' have
the counstitution of this country set at
naught. T say this with all deference
and on my own respousibility, and with
no desire to in any way hurt anyone's
feelings, that T do not think the subject is
narrowed down toRthe question of 7s. or
8s. u day, but thed question is, I repeat,
one of upholding the Government or
knocking it down. Although my sym-
pathies must naturally be with the men
who helped me to earn my livigg for
a good number of years, T am noigoing
to let my sympathies run away with my
judgment. I am not going to let any
personal inconvenience—and God knows
I suffer enough from the present strike—
stand in the course of what is a perfectly
plain duby, that of upholding the con.
stitution without which we should
ha.ve‘not.lu'ng but anarchy and destruc-
tion,
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Me. DAGLISH (Subiaco): Itis with
congiderable regret that I seconded the
amendment, and I assure the House it
was in no hostile spirit so far as the
Ministry are concerned. It seems to me
the Government are in the unfortunate
position of having comdginto a heritage
of mismanagement in the Railway
Department, which has culminated in the
present strike. I do not think it neces-
sary to go into the rights or the wrongs
of the strike at the present time. Tspoke
very strongly and very earmestly against
the strike while there wadqla prospect that
it might be averted; but the time for
discussing the rights or the wrongs of the
strike is now past, and what the House
has to consider is the question of how the
strike can most assuredly be brought to
an end, and brought to an endjat the
earliest possible moment. I contend that
the course proposed by the amendment is
the surest and speediest way of settling
the dispute; and whilst supporting this
amendment I recognise we must extend a
large amount of consideration to the
strikers, even when they have gone
wrong, owing tofthe fact that they were
not the first pafty to be in the wrong.
I do not refer now in any way to the
present Commisgioner of Railways, but
undoubtedly in the first instance wrong
was done to the workers in the Railway
Department. Subsequently the workers
endenvoured 1o associate} themselves
together, and they got by that means a
sort of safety-valve. Then the Commis-
sioner of Railways endeavoured to sit on
the safety-valve and the trouble was
accentuated. T believe that in that first
action lay the root which has produced
the evil of the present day; and§in regard
to the unbending attitude so far'exhibited
by the men on strike, we ought to
remember the amount of provocation
thev received in the first instance, and
also the long time over which their
grievances extended. 1 cannot dismiss
from my mind that for some time past
the men fhave been asked to work in the
Railway ® Department at a wage they
should not have been asked to work for.
It is not reasonable to forget this is not a
question of constitutional procedure which
we are considering, but a mere quegtion
of justice; and if Parliament isithe
highest tribunal in the land, it shduld
place the consideration of justice before
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all other considerations.
been done, the House should redress it.
It is admitted on all sides that if, before
this strike bad oeccurred, a proper
proposal to raise the pay of these men
hatibeen brought before this House, the
increase would have been supported. It
would certainly have been so, and I
should have been glad of an opportunity
to move such a resolution; but as I had
no opportunity before the strike, now I
tuke the first opportunity in supporting
this a.mendment{zf doing so. I recognise
that the existende or nonexistence of the
strike does not affect my duty towards
those employees of the State. I deplore
the fact that any members of the eivil
service should have struck work. I agree
with all thap has been said regarding the
impraprietqof the proceedings. But at
the same time I recognise that now the
first prineiple which should guide this
House is that of justice. The second
principle thatis to be considered ie how
we can most speedily prevent an industrial
stagbation, prevent an all-round lockout
of the workers, preventfhll sorts of hard-
ships to the breadwinners and their
families ; and I would urge hon. members
to ask themuelves whether these con-
siderations are not more important than
any of those others which have been
urged this (vening. T am going to-night,
to cast a vote in favour of the amendment,
as 1 say with regret, because it is going
against the motion proposed by the
Premier, a wotion with which I am
largely in sympathy. At the same time,
however, I consider it is the first duty of
the State to carry on the State’s service.
During the last fow da.ys§:e have found
that it is absolutely impossible to carry it
on under existing conditions. And if
it cannot be carried on under existing
couditions, those conditions must be
amended as speedily as possible, in order
to prevent the infliction of any farther
hardships on innocent members of this
communit_'yxfa.nd algo in order to prevent
all that enfbittered feeling, all that tur-
moil and that injury to property which
might possibly result from a long-con-
tinued strike of u large number of men.
I trust that, under these circumstances,
members will give a due amount of support
to the amendment§wrhich is before them.
Mr. C. H. RABON (Guildford): At
this hour I shall speak but a very few
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words; but I find myself in a position
which it is necessary I should explain to
the House, and still more necessary that
1 should explain to the Commissioner of
Railways, t.olwhom I have up to this
moment given my support. 1 am in an
awkward situation; I have been accused
by the member for South Fremantle
(Mr. Diamond) of having bungled ; there-
fore I wish to state to the House what is
my position iy this matter. Yesterday
I had prepa.recﬂa, motion which T endea-
voured to move. I am led to believe that
if that motion had been adopted it would
have effected a settlement of this strike.
I will not refer to the terms of that
motion now : suffice it to gay that it was
acceptable to the executivefof the Railway
Workers’ Agsociation. I believe that it
would have been acceptable to the majority
of the members of this House, and I
believe the result of the motion would
have been a settlement of this difficulty.
I thought I should bave had an oppor-
tunity when the member for} South
Fremantle took action yesterday.F I was
not aware—although I knew he was going
to do something— thut he intended to
move the adjonmrnment of the House.
However, what his proposal was neither
I nor, 1 think, anyone else on this side
knew., Therefore I thought my best
coursn‘;vould be to wait and see what
actionYhe hon. member tock on his motion
for adjournment; since he might possibly
have moved something of which I could
bhave approved. If he had moved some-
thing of which I could not approve, then
I should still have been in a position}to
move what I proposed to move, as %&n
amendment to his motion. I have been
accused of bungling, and I wish to acquit
myself of the charge. The member for
South Fremantle bungled so badly as to
be hopelessly ruled out of order, and thus
I lost the opportunityf for my motion.
Now, to-day I was delermined that, at
all events as far as I was concerned, there
should not be the same mistake again,
and I took the opportunity of moving this
motion—or, rather, of giving notice of
motion jn respect of it for to-morrow—
still notﬁrowing what the member for
South mantle intended to do. In
corroboration of what I say now, I should
like to tell the House that I showed the
motion to which I refer to several mem-
bers of this House yesterday-—amongst



326 Railway Strike:

i@ this House. Therefore, if there has

n any bungling it has not been on my
part. However, in regard to the question
before the House now, I find myself in
this position. I have all along supported
the Ministry in their acbi(g; I said before

Eiers to the leader of the Labour party

that I thought the actionfof the men in
going out on strike was wrong. I think
so still. But, as the member for Subiaco
(Mr. Daglish) has said, it is not now a
question of whether the men have Leen
right or wrong in their action 3 we have
to ask ourselves whether we mﬁj vatified,
because we cousidter the men have been
wrong and because we want to force them
to give way, in bringing misery untold on a
large number of people; whether we are
justified in persisting in a line of action
which probably will irreparably ruin
many industries of this State§ Then I
have to ask myself, is the ~principle
involved of such great virtue, is the
demand made by the men so unjust, that
at whatever cost to the State it must be
denied? I have to ask myself, what
is the naturg of their demand? I am
driven to t}u%osition, that I have to ask
myself now whether iz my opinion the
men are entitled to an advance of ls.
per day or not. Asking wmyself that
question, I unhesitatingly answer in the
afirmative—they are so entitled. ;And
now that I have to give my vote infthat
direction, now that I have been forced to
give that vpinion agaiest my will, I shall
have to vote for the amendment moved
by the member for South Fremantle
(Mr. Diamond). Itis all very well for
us to say we inyst insist on upholding
the dignity of thefHouse, we must insist
on upholding the Wignity of the Constitu-
tion. If weinsist so strongly on upholding
our dignity, surely we must be prepared
to make some allowance, ai all events,
for the men. Have they no right to
uphold what they consider gheir dignity ?
I maintain that they havey It is no use
saying that they did wrong to go out on
strike. That has gone by; they arve out,
and they are determined not to come
back again, as I understand it, unless the
claim of a comparatively small naumber
of their, body, a claim which has long
existed, fwhich at all events has been
pressed and pressed on the attention of
the Government for a very long time in a
mild manner, be acknowledged. I am
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told by responsible members of the
Association that if this claim be acknow-
ledged, they are prepared to guarantee
that no farther claamfishall be made until
the whole of the rdilway servants are
brought under the operation of the
Arbitration Act, when any farther strike
will be rendered impossible. That being
g0, seeing that it has never been denied
that the men are entitled to that which
they have asked, seeing t.ha.?:l‘]on the
contrary, the late Premier said that their
case had been proved up to the hilt,
seeing also that the present Premier when
he was seeking election said that in his
opinion the case had been proved up to

e hilt, and that the men were entitled
to the@8s. per day (for the present
Premier did say so), in view of these
things I have no hesitation in also
saying that the men are entitled to the
amount they claim. Therefore, however
much T regret thecoursethey togk to obtain
their demands, a course which Itill think
was wrong, now that I have Leen driven
into this position,I mustsupport theamend-
ment of the member for South Fremantle.

M=. GORDON (South Perth): I have
to offer my support to the Premier in
the stand he has taken, and I maintain
that stand has been}just and fair from
the outset. There is one phase of this
question which has been brought forward
to-night in Parliament, maioly by those
who were supporting the Government,
but who now say they will vote against
them. It is the fact of the men baving had
theirf} grievances for sevem, eight, bine,
and Fay some 15 months. Tt seems an
extraordinary thing to me that these
railway men have never recognised the
fact thut they had in the House their
representatives who could have brought
the question before Parliament many

months ago, and received the justicdwhich
they probably deserve. It seems to me
the men are worth the 8s. a day. I have

not gone into the question, and I do not
know the light in which the Board of
Arbitration will view the matter, but in
the face of the time t.h‘i‘meu have had
their grievances before Government
I admit they probably are worth 8s. The
member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish) and
the member for Guildford (Mr. Rason)
geem to me, by the action they are taking
to-night, and their manner of speaking,
to forfeit the right of representingany
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constituency, even one of blackfellows.
The member for Subiaco, a Labour repre-
sentative who has a thorough grasp of
the guestion, only a few nights ago came
here and said that he would support the
Government in their action; but now all
his principle has gone for the sake of the
starving poor. Who are the people who
are making the women aud the children
suffer? The men who are creating the
gtrike—the leaders? Not the workers.
I'maintain the men are not to blame. The
hon. member for Bubiaco forfeits his
right to be here to represent the peoplgby
taking the action he has and throwing to
the winds all our standing as representa-
tives of the people. The member for Guild-
ford is in the same position, and I would
sooner be in my grave than have to
oceupy such a position. When [ try, as
I bave done] to-night, to fathom the
reasons of thé change of face, when I
think to myself that the representative of
Guildford alse represents the Midland
Workshops, I ask myself, is he afraid to
face the men? He is afraid to take a
proper stxnd on the question, If the
men havfhe stamina which I think they
have, thev will appreciate the man who
would go on the side of the Ministry and
support them.

Mg. J. EWING (8.W. Mining Dis-
trict) : When the debate took place on
the adjournment of the House last Thurs-
day night, T was in the condition}of
almost every other member who took part
in the debate, that of ignerance. I did
no, understand the question, I bonestly
assert that, and I believe other members
also knew nothing of the case. After the
adjourninent of the House Iywent to my
constituents at Collie, and lta.m just as
straightforward a man as anybue else is.

Mr. Gorpow: You had no right to
talk the other night on what you knew
nothing about.

Me. EWING: I did not speak in that
debate. I went to my constitvents, and
I met as large and as representative a
bods@of workmen, miners, as there is in
any other constituency. I went to a
meeting, and a certain gentleman, who
opposed me at the last election, got on
the platform and addressed the meeting
of strikers, and urged them to stick to
the executive yhether that body were
right or wrong] When that gentleman
had finished, at?d the meeting almost had
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unanimously carried a resolution in
favour of supporting the strikers, some-
body wanted to know where the member
for the district was. He did not know
that I was there, but 1 happened 4 be
there, and I mounted the platformgand
I told them in no uncertain Voice
that I was not going back om my prin-
ciples. It was asserted at the meeting
that the Commissioner of Railways
had not offered to submit the matter in
dispute to conciliation and arbitration.
I heard the Commissioner say so, and I
toldithe meeting that, and I think I can
belidve what the Minister suid. After
the straightforward and manly way in
which the Premier has dealt with the
watter to-night, and has told the men
that every consideration shall be given to
them, I should be wanting in my duty if
I did not stand by the Administration of
the day in this matter. In doing soIam
occupying # position which very few
members in the House ocoupy, and, if a
general election took place to-morrow,
I should have very great trouble in
satisfying my constituents. There a.r!
500 miners at the Collie, and a larg

number on the Greenbushes tinfields,
and as time goes by I shall have to
prove to them that I huve done right in
voting on the Ministerial side to-night.
I yield to no man in my support of
unionism ; there igmo guestion about it;
but T say advidedly the leaders of
unicnism very often ruin their own
vause, and I am inclined to think this
is the case in the present strike. In
coming to town in the train yesterday 1
met a counstituent of mihe at Pinjarra,
a fett]er,tmd I asked him if he knew the
Minister® had offered conciliation and
arbitration on the wages matter. He
said the Minister had not done so; and
he added, * If I had known that to be a
fact before I was ordered out on strike, 1
would have been workingfto-day” 1T
submit that the secretary afid the execu-
tive of the strikers have not placed before
the men the facts of the case; and I
maintain that before the railway men can
take up this terrible attitude of keeping
supplies from the goldfields and starving
the population of the Sta.te,‘there should
immediately be information® sent to the
men at the out-places as to the conditions
which exist now. I do notintend farther
to take up the time of the House beyond
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this: T am absolutely in favour of the
minimum rate of wage being 8s. ajday,
therefore members may say that I
should vote for the amendment. I would
rather never enter political life again
than violate a principle that will under-
mine the constitution of the State.
Perhaps I may have to pay the penalty
for my action to-vight in time to come;
but if§the board of arbitration, when
appointed, does not bring in a report
fizing the minimum rate of wage at
Bs. a day, I shall be prepared to stand
up in the House and move that 8s. a da
be a minimym rate for the State rail-
ways. If thddreport of the board is not
in favour of “that principle then I shall
urge upon the Government of the day
to pay that wage. I give my hearty
support to the Premier on this occasion,
and he has given evidence in this Chamber
to-night that he will become ondjof the
greatest Ministers we have ever deen in
Australia.

Mr. D, J. DOHERTY (North Fre-
mantle) : On the last occasion on which
this question came before the House, I
determined not to speak on it; but I
found’ that when the member for the
Murchison (Mr. Nanson) offered some
suggestionsfte this House that some far-
ther considbration should be given the
subject, they were received with a bad
race. I felt that if I spoke then, I
should probably contribute some bitter
feeling to the debate, and I thought to
keep silence wag the better course to pur-
sue. That honﬁmember, if I gathered his
meaning correctly, pointed out thas there
was a cleavage between two sets of people,
one the Government as the employers,
and the other the men who worked, which
cleavage seemed to be widening day by
day; and he suggested that some means
of conciliation should@e
that cleavage, so that the line of demar-
cation might not be so broad as it was
then. Now my position in this House is
very diffieult indeed, because my sympa-
thies are with the men. I represent a
constituency entirely composed of working
men ; and allow mgto tell this gentleman
behind me {Mr. Gordon), who casts reflec-
tions upon a friend of mine who also
represents a working-men’s constituency,
that there are working men in my con-
stitueney whom I would deem it an honour
to welcome at any time and all times to
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my own house‘The_y are not blackfellows ;
they are men as we are, with souls to
save, and, I hope families to bring up in
thia State.

Mz. Gorpon : T referred to measures,
not to men.

Mz, DOHERTY: I cannot translate
the hon. member's ptterances; and if he
will be dense in hifmanner of addressing
the House, I am unable to assist him. I
also speak with some little knowledge of
this particular matter, becanse, when first
I arrived in Victoria [ found 1t very
difficult to obtain employment. I was
forced to take work on a railway line in
that Sta.tejwhich was being constructed
from Benalla to 8t. James, by the firm of
MecNeil, MeDernolt, and Bath, T had to
take employment on that particular line
in 1882, when the contractors were paying
the men 7s. a day. I will admit con-
struction work is much heavierjthan the
work done by fettlers on our railways.
But how did conditions in Victoria in
1882 compare with the conditions in
Western Australia in 1901 ? For from
7s5. t0 10s. a week I could then live very
well indeed. I couldfhave every day
three good meals of wholksome food; but
I will guarantee that no man in this
country can have three good square meals
a day on from 7a. to 10s. a week., I had
a surplus of from 32s. to 35s. oul} of my
weekly wage; and when a maun in this
country works for 42s., his surplus will
not be more thun 5s. to 108, a week. We
Imow this is the Golden West, the
Eldorado of Australia ; and surely, when
we are prosperous and when prosperity
has come to our business people, they
have not the right, nor should their con-
science permit them, to withhold from
these men earning a daily wage the small
inerease of one shilling per day. There
is no justice in that; and, let mge say,
the members of this Governmentftell us
explicitly that these men deserve 3s. per
day. They make no error in that state-
ment ; they say these men are entitled to
this 8s; and why, then, do we withhold
it from them? Is it because our pride
is ched ? Well, we all know that
“ Bygpride angels have fallen ere their
time"™; and why should pride stand in
the way of justice being done to men who
have not, perhaps, that constitutional law
at their fingers' ends which was so ably
placed before the House to-night by the
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Premier# Another thing, I should be
false f to my pledges on the platform
when I stood at the last election for
North Fremantle, wore I not to act as I
am doing. I was asked whether I
believed in a minimum wage, and I said,

yes. I was asked, what did a minimum
wage mean? I said }8s. e day for eight
hours’ work. And I%annot possibly go

behind my pledges on that occasion.
think these men deserve 8s. a day; and
if the pride of the Government can pos-
sibly be thrown aside, I say the men
should get the increased wage.

Mz. F. Connor :§Right or wrong ¥

Mr. DOHERTY: No; there is no
wrong about it. There is probably some
wrong in the unconstitutional way in
which the men have asserted their claims;
but there is right and justice in the con-
tention that they should receive this
increase. It occurred to me tha.t.\ot]ﬁs
House might possibly agree to a board
constituted, say, of two gentlemen in
Western Australia—thetworight reverend
Bishops of Perth, the Roman Catholic
Bishop and the Protestant Bishop. If
those two gentlemen were constituted as
a board, without any umpire, simply to
discuse the question between two}repre-
sentatives of the Railway Assodiation,
two representatives of the Government,
and one representative of the gangers, 1
believe that within 12 hours the whole
dispute could be settled. and there would
be an honourable ending as regards the
Government, a beneficial ending as regards
the publie, and a sa.t.isfa,ctorytnding ag
regards the workers. T gimply throw out
this hint. I should like the amendment
not to go to a division ; I should like the
Govermment to accept the arbitration and
assistance of the two gentlemen I have
named ; and I think the strike would then
be settled within§l2 hours. [Let me say,
the Premier's speech was one of the finest
to which I have ever had the pleasure of
listening. It wes manly, straightforward,
and decisive. He defended himself as he
alone can defend ; he defended his Minis-
ters as only he could do; and he deserves
the support of this House, could he but
retire from the dignified position he thinks
it necessary to hold, when he sees that
the claim of the men is just. 1 hope the
House will entertain the proposal for
arbitration which I have made; but in
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case of a division, I must vote for the
amendment.

Me. @. TAYLOR f(Ms. Margaret):
The member for the South-West Mining
Distriet (Mr. Ewing) commented on the
ignorance of this House when the ques-
tion was being debated last Thursday
evening ; but I think that when I have
finished, this House will know 1 was
not ignorant of phe situation. Having
had to deal wit.hj the Commissioner of
Railways (Hon. J. J. Holmes) in con-
nection with a strike of luwmpers at
Menzies, about two or three days after he
took office, on his return from the Eastern
States, I know the position the Minister
then took up, and his position to-day;
and in justice him, I must say the
positions are relatively the same. And
I think it only fair, in going so far back
to strikes on the railways, that I should
tell the House what pussed between us.
There was at Menzies a strike of some
dozen lumpers for a rise in‘wa.ges; and
after the strike had continued for some
time, I, being a representative of labour,
went to the Minister and asked him
whether he could make some concession.
He said: “I sbould very much like to
concede, Taylor; but if T do, I shall have
the whole of thefeailway lines disorganised
within a week” I said: “I do not
think z0.” I then knew nothing of the
dissatisfaction that existed in the depart-
ment. He pointed out to me that
numbers of men had made complaints
that their wages were too small, and that
they wished them raised ; and§ he then
told me that, to get over these difficulties,
he was about to reclassify the whole
gervice; that he could not raise any
wages pending the reclassification; that
he thought it would take about a month
to reclassify the most urgent cases, but
a somewhat longer time to reclassiflthe
whole department. I told him I did%ot
think the men would accept those con-
ditious, that there were wany people in
the electorate I represent suffering from
the strike of the lumpers at Mengies;
and I tried to get over the difficulty by
pointing out the necessity for granting
their demand, which was that 10s. should
be paid for a day of eight bours. Taking
into consideration the purchasing power
of 10s. at Menzies, and the purchasing
power of 7s. or 8s. here, men were getting
8s. here for similar wourk; therefor11
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thought the demands of the men were

perfectly just, and I urged with all the '
power I possess that they should be ;

conceded. The Minister told me he
thought their requests were just, but he
could not accede to them on account of
the disaffection throughout the depart-
ment. Hef felt sure the men wonld
receive that wage when classification came
about. I asked if I could go to these
men and give them an assurance that
their wages would be raised to 10s. when
classification took place. He said, ‘EWell,
no;” but after a long discussion--Ifthink
the matter was discussed on two days—
the Minister {whom I bhad never met
before, and who was a total stranger to
me) spoke in such an earnest way that I
believed him. He said, «“ Well, what you
can do, Taylor, is to tell those men that
if theyfireturn to work they will get 9s.
a day Tor eight hours’ work, and when
the reclassification comes about they will
be perfectly safe in my hands. I believe
their demands are quite fair, but my
position is that I cannot nt a rise
to one civil servant withouti]l;ere being
a rise for all, and I inted® to do it
by reclassification.” From the earnest
manner in which the Commissioner told
me the men were perfectly safe in his
hands, I took it for granted they were.
I went to Menzies and laid the case
before the menj§spending two hours
persuading them % go back fo work on
the recommendation. I told them they
would have 9s. a day for eight hours

until the reclagsification came about,

which would be in about a month, and
that they were perfectly safe in the
bands of the Minister.§ They went to
work on the unders#nding that if
they did mnot get 10s. when the
reclassification took place they would
strike, and I said T would assist then te
do so. Following up the strike of the
“farm " labourers, vou can see the
Minister did not telfthose men there was
disaffection in the¥ranks, and that by
raising the wages of those 10 or 12
lumpers at Menzies he would have a
strike in the Railway Department;
because the strike came about at the
* farm * shortly afterwards. I negotiated
with the Minister. I tool§a deputation
to him from the *“farm” Hands on last
Monday week, as1 said in the House last
Thursday, It is necessary fov me to deal
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with the matter again on account of
certain statements that have been made
by the secretary of the Railway Em-
Association (Mr. Guilfoyle).
Thefoutcome of that deputation was a
board, that was then offered by the Com-
missioser of Railways on the floor of the
House. I went down in company with
My, Croft. You will remember that one
of the strong points of Mr. Guilfgyle,
with reference to the strike, is that@this
board was never officially offered or nbver
offered to this association until last Fri-
day night. I am in a position to state
that Mr. Croft and myself went to Mr.
Guilfoyle last Tuesday week, between 10
minutes past one and half-past, and told
him the board wad§arranged and the
manner in which it ‘was arranged, and
asked if the association would appeint a
man on the beard. This board was to
deal with the *farm™ labourers. The
farm labourers were the first who came out,
and theyaare now lost sight of. I never
now heala man speak a word for those
men, whom every person was erying out
for about a week ago. I also notice,
touching on that question, that when the
negotiations were proceeding between the
Railway Employees’ Association and the
Cabinet to decide ypon the second hoard,
and that board wa%ecided upon, the Rait-
way Association left the “farm ' labourers
out in the cold, I, as a trades uniomist,
am sorty to say. Apparently the farm
labourers were never considered, or, if
they were, that fact was never made
known through the agency of the Press
or any of the wnference%where the board
was decided npon. We 3sked Mr. Guil-
foyle if they would appoint a man on the
board. He said, “No; we will have
nothing to do with the board.” Mr.
Oroft said, “Why?” Mr. Guilfoyle
said, “We have proved oug case up
to the hilt.” Wae pointed out th@necessity
of the board on account of - the adjusting
of the whole Railway Department, and
also that a greater boon to the workers
was that a section of the Government
civil servants—that is, the employees in
the Works Department—would have a
sey in the adjustment of theirf wages.
Those men are a body of workdrs who
are protected by no trades union in this
Btate, or practically none. We pointed
out the necessity of this board to adjust
the whole of the civil servicee We
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requested him then to give us his word
that they would appoint a mangand we
asked him if he would call an executive
meeting of the Association for us to lay
that Loard before the Association for
acceptance or rejection; but he refused.
I asked him several times, and Mr. Croft,
secretary of the Trades and Labour
Council of Perth, asked him several
times also. We then thought of taking

the next best step and the only constitu- ‘
tional step there was to be taken in the
circumstances, that of meeting the presi-
dent of the association, a gentleman
named Mr. Roche. 1had never met him
before, nor have I met him since. § We
laid the case before him, with a sithilar
result. We told him we had asked Mr. '
Guilfoyle to call a meeting of the |
executive at the earliest opportunity so
that the board could be laad before the
executive, and said we felt s they
would accept it. He eaid heldid not
think to call a meeting of the executive.
We said, “The secretary says he will
not. Canmot you, as president, urge the
secretary 1o call a meeting of the
executive? Tt is absolutely necessary
that the executive should accept this
board or reject it. T hold that youflas
officers huve no power or right to acedpt
or reject any conditions offered to you in
a crisis of this kind.” Tt wust be
rewembered that when this was decided
on, there were no men out on strike other
than the “farm"” workers., This board
was obtained practically fodthe * farm”
labourers to settle their disbute, but the
whole Railway Department was to be
settled by the board also. He refused
point-blank to call a meeting of the
executive, and there was nothing then
left for us to do. Wehad taken the only
constitutional means that existed fo
reaching the executive authority of tha
greal association, aud Mr. Guilfoyle
was not straightforward when he said
this board was not laid before the associa-
tion until last Friday evening. Isay with.
out fear of contradiction the board was
practically laid before that association
or as nearly as possible, on Tuesday
Had he called his executive together, or
had he told his executive, it would have
been laid before them. But Guilfoyle
and the president arg answerable for the
members of the Workers’ Association
to-day now on etrike not knowing that
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the board was offered on Friday, When
I find byJthe reports in the papers that
Guilfoyle says the board had not been
offered until Friday, and when I find him
capable of making such a malicious state-
ment ageinst 2 man as he made against
the member for Kanowna—he stated in
the public Press that the member for
Ka.nowniha.d said last Thursday evening,
during tBe debate in this House, that he
was prepared o get a thousand blacklegs
to assist the Government —I do not
hesitate to say Mr. Guilfoyle, in those
particulars, lies. To my mind there is no
doubt about that. I sat in this Chamber
during the whole of the debate, and 1
heard what the member for Kanowns
said, and I did not hear him promise the
Government a thousand blacklegs to take

i the places of the railway employees on

a man capable of makingfsuch statements
as that, to lie about the Board not baving
been offered. I have listened with
interest to the various speakers on both
sides of the House, and I have failed to
see on what grounds—this is drawing the
issue to a loiica.l conclusion—on what

strike. You will find itgiz no trouble for

grounds they Jcan mix up the demand of
these men with a rise or fall in wages. I
say that the matter before the House does
not affect wages : it is a matter affecting
pringiple. I say the question is simply
whether this House is in favour of the
dispute being decidedfby a board of
arbitration, or whethef 1t is not favour-
able 1o that.

A Meuxeer: It is favourable.

Me. TAYLOR: I have also heard hon.
members speaking about the unfortunate.
position that we are placed in here to-
night with referenc: to this strike. Asa
Labour member and as agvorker myself,
I do not withdraw froml the position
which T bave taken right through this
strike—a position whicb I hope to be
able to maintain, and to be able to justify
in the eyes of all unionists throughout
the length and breadth of the State. I
say thejwages question is not affeeted.
It s agreed on all sides of the House
and even by the man in the street that
those line repairers are worth 8s. a day:
I maintain it is agreed by the whols of
the community that they are worth 8s. a
day® The question is whether the Rail-
way Employees’ Association shall dictate
their ferms of wages, or whether this
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House will do so, ar rather support the
Commissioner in doing so. I also say
that the member for East Fremantle
emphasised that this was a wage question,
a matter of wages.

TuE PrEMIER :
Fremantle,

Mg. TAYLOR: There are so many
Fremantles. I refer to Mr. Diamond.
He emphasised the wage aspect of the
question. I tell this House that if it
. were a question of wages, no matter how

he member for South

high they might be, I would vote for t.h*

rasing of them every time. But I say
that when it comes to a matter of prin-
ciple, I will vote for principle. I can vote
for the motion of the Premier without
losing my manhood, and without going
back on my pledgegto the wage earners
who have sent mc;lto represent them in
this House. I will face them on this
guestion. I will vote for the motion and
I will face my electors on the guestion,
and mine is a working constituency.
There has been a great deal of stress laid
on the reclassification scheme, and the
longiwa,iting for it. I say that this strike
coul® have been averted altogether had
Mr. Guilfovle called hiz executive to-
gether. Had the bvard sat on Wednes-
day morning, as it was intended to do,
there would have been no strike on
Thursday night. The Railway Depart-
ment would have been working, and
working as well as it has ever worked,
if not better. The men would have seen
how fairly and squarely this board would
adjust their wages; they would at once
have felt themselves safe in the hands of
their employers. I will make it clear to
the House which waylI will vote, and the
reason why I will so %ote. I look upon
this, as I have said, as not a matter of a
rise or fall in wages. I told this House
last Thursday evening that I felt sure the
Government was taking the right stand ;
and I Jstill think so. When I°made
that stdtement I made it in all carnest-
ness, and having looked at the case
from every standpoint [ bhave seen
nothing since that time to cause me
to alter my opinion. I dare say that
if I did get before my constitvents, if I
were unlucky enough to go before them,
I might fall over this matter, but T do
not think so. Now, I say that any hon,
member of this House who votes for the

amendment votes against that great, and | was pui before me.
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grand, and glorious principle of arbitra.
tion which every labour leader o%ncient.
and modern times has fought fof. For

that reason I will vote for the motion.
Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon. J. J. Holmes): Sinee 1
came into office my task has been a very
difficult one. Difhiculties have confronted
me gp every side. The last speaker has,
in afgmall way, put a very few of those
diffitulties before the Housge this evening.
I took office with one object in view ; and
that 1, to do my duty as Commissioner
of Railways, and to conserve the interests
of the State. Nggooner had I assumed
office—I think itfffwas on the very day
that I did so—than telegrams were put
before me announcing a strike at Menzies,
A few days after trouble arose at Fre-
mantle. Following on that there was a
petition from six to eight hundred per-
manent-way men, ope and all demanding
an increase of pay Farther, members
of Parliament from various parts of the
State weve coming into my office hour
after hour, and day after day, bringing
requisitions for increases of pay fromn the
employees in their districts. My col-
league, the Minister for Works, was con-
fronted with the same difficulty. He had
& strikelat the same time at Cunderdin, I
think i#the name of the place. The diffi-
culty there was that certain bodies of men
in constructing different sections of public
works had met at this juncture, and so
it came about that in the very same
camp, at the very same timejJthere were
men receiving 7s. 6d., 8s., 98. 6d., and
10s. & day, all doing practically the same
work. We immediately concluded that
there was only one way out of the
difficulty, and that was to classify the
wages, both in the Public‘Works Depart-
ment and in the Railway Department,
and to do it simultaneously. We endea-
voured, in the short time that was avail-
able, to formulate some scheme by which
we might bring about a classification on
our own account. Before any progress
was made in this direction, however,
matters becume serions; and I sa.vitha,t.
trouble was likely to arise. I copsidered
that my first duty, before I increased
wages, was to see exactly where we stood;
and I may say here that the next thing
which confronted me was an Excess Bill
in respect of last year's expenditure, which
"I‘hia Bill showed an
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expenditure for the railway service over
and above the estimate for last year
amounting to £111,000. This confronted
me, and I had to take it to the Cubinet,
and I fancy we had to awail oarselves of
the notorious * Form J ’I‘Hll order to get
ourselves over the diffieulty and provide
that £111,000 excess. Onthe top of that,
the Greneral Manager of Railways informed
me there was another £14,000 necessary
to meet, the deficiency ; and consequently
the Excess Billfof last year in connection
with the railways amounted to £125,000.
I concluded firat that it was my duty to
find out what the wages bill was likely
to be on that basis for the current year
No time was given, and matters wer
rushed and becoming more serious, but I
looked for some way out of the difficulty.
I suggested to the Labour representatives
a way out of the difficulty: there and
then to bring a board into existence by
which we would give labour equal repre
sentation and bring about a fair result
The member for Mount Margaret (Mr.
Taylor), who is an old unionist and one
who has fought and suffered in the cause
of unionism, admitted when I made that
proposal that it knocked the only plank
he had from under him, and he _ was
bhound to accept the proposal. This\wa.s
my suggestion to meet the Labour patty :
a court of arbitration. I was prepared
to bring into existence what the Concilia-
tion and Arbitration Act did not provide
for, and I took the responsibility upon
myself to bring a board into existence to
meet the circumstances of the ca.se.‘ It
has been said that the members of the
Government have estimated thet eight
shillings a day is a fair rate of pay for
these men. The Government have not
been given an op?ort.unit.y to ascerfain
whether eight shillings or nine shillings
or ten shillings is a fair rate of pay :gjwe
werarushed. The Government have "hot
yet announced that eight shillings should
be given, or that it is a fair rate; but
we have never refused it. My reply
to the particular deputation—it was a
written reply to the secretary-—waa that
until classification was brought about, thef
wages must remain as at present, but
that when the classification board met
and decided that such an increase of wages
was necessary, the wages should be made
retrospective. What more could any
upright man expect than that? If I ehose
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to play the game of politics as some
memberdl used to play it, I could have
given the men the eight shillings, and
become the most popular man in the
country to-day. But I realised, before
making any advance of this kind, which
would cost the country at lessf, eighty to
one hundped thousand pounds, my first
duty wa.%to test what the cost was going
to be anfl to find out how to provide
expenditure. T think wemay pass by the
question of the rate of wages and deal
with the higher principle. To my mind
the question of the rute of wages does
not come intdq the question at all: it is u
question of dbntrol. I realise that the
railwaye of the country which cost nine
millions of money are veated in me—I
bold them in trust, not for any section of
the communjty who go on strike, but for
the 180,000 people who own them. I
believe I am' doing my duty in taking the
stand I do. Notwithstanding what is
said in the street that the Ministry
are divided, I may state emphatically
that the Ministry on the matter are
solid, and are prepared to stand or
fall ou this question. The men in the
department know that the other mem-
bers of the Ministry are with me.
Mr. Gregory has championed their canse
many a time, and Mr. Kingsmill and
Mr. Leake and Mry. Illingworth bave
championed their cause, and are prepared
to do it now whenfwe are approached in
a right and propeP way. If I am allowed
to continue to control the department, T
will see that justiceis done to the men, no
matter whether the men on strike retorn
to work or whether thay are men who
come to help_us out.l)f the difficulty.
The men I believe know thatl; they have
confidence in me; they have confidence
that they will raceive justice at my hands,
und I am satisfied on this point because
I have goue out of my way to move
about amongst these men,and never since
thed dispute has arisen has one offensive
reafark been wade to me. The men have
been misgled, and we bave been misrepre-
gented : that is the cause of the trouble.
I honestly believe that the men realise the
position, and the leaders who are placed
before them realise in us they havefirue
and loyal friends, and the bulk of them
at an early date will be back at work.
T say it is not a question of wages at all;
it is a question of might versus right. I
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am satisfied that the stand we are taking
is the correct onefand I am sure that
the only satisfaction that the men have
is that they believe they possess the
might, and the leaders are inducing them
to useit. Given an opportunity, although
gome hon. members may think otherwise,
1 believe 1 can control ihis great earning
and spending depa.rtmenti and bring
about succesaful results, if supported as
I should be. TUnless I am allowed to
control this department, disaster will
follow; and I say distinctly and emphati-
cally, unless I am allowed to control the
department and not the men's associa-
tion, I am not prepared to go on. The
position,§I admit, is becoming serious;
we have given the men until to-morrow to
return to work; we have notified the
association that if the men do not return
to work then efforts will be made to fill
their places. I do not think the men
realise the position, because therefare
men in the service who have been loyal
gervants for years, and have records in
the department in their favour which will
stand with them and assist them in their
promotion; but unless they accept the
offer to return to work, other men will be
put in their placesfand their past services
will be gone: they will have to begin
afresh at the bottom of the ladder. If
the men go back to work to-morrow
morning they will be put back in their
places, and they cannot expect us to do
other than stand by those who bhave
assigted us, We are calling for volun-
teers to assist us out of our difficulty, and
I honestly believe the public of the State
realise the position of uffairs,and will come
to our rescue and assist us out of the diffi-
culty. Ithas been suggested that legisla-
tion might be passed}to avoid difficulties
of this kind. I say,"'no legislation this
House could pass can prevent such a
difficulty. You can legislate as you like;
but if you countenance a thing of this
kind with a body of men who are practi-
cally in control, as are these men, they
canfdefy legislation, as they are doing,
and” can leave us at any juncture they
may think proper. These men are bound
nnder agreement to me, aa Commissioner
of Railways, to give me 14 days’ notice
before they leave the service.

Mz. F. Connozr; You should be on this
(Opposition) siddllof the House. Oppo-
gition is more easy than Government.
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Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: They have not done so. I have
my redress. By the law of this country
I can proceed against each and every one
of these men, and upon each of them a
penalty of £20 orfone month’s imprison-
ment can be infltted. We have never
attempted to do anything of the kind;
we have tried to treal the men as kindly
ag possible. Apart from that, men have
been picketing at different parts of the
railway premises; and this also, I should
like to point outQis contrary to law. We
shall have to stop it now; we have coun-
tenanced it up to the present in order
that we might bring about a satis-
factory result. A man found picketing
on any premises owned by the Rail-
way Department ig by the law of
this land, subject toja pevalty of £25
or three months’ imprisonment ; and yet,
until now, we have allowed picketing to
go on in order that we might get out of
this unfortunate difficulty as peaceably as
possible. If the amendment be carried,
its effect will be an indorsement of the
men'’s action.] It will put the men into
control of the railways ; and as far as the
Ministry are concerned, we are satisfied
we have done our duty, and we will
immediately tender our resignations, and
allow the men to take control, as seems
to be the wish of some hon. members.

Mg. Diamownnp: That is bunkum !

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS : The member for Sonth Freman-
tle (Mr, Diamond), who mwoved the
amendment, gave I think only one
reason in its support, namely that he
was afraid of mob-rule: he was afraid of
the result.

Mz. DiamoNp: Inever suggested such
a thing]as mob-rule.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: If such ig the case, I am
ashamed to be a Britisher, living in a
British country.

Me. Diamonp: I never said such a
thing; never used the words ; never sug-
gested the words.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL.
WAYS: The hon. member suggested

that thelposition was serious; that the
tnen wert in charge, and that the omly
posgibility was to consent to their
demands.

Me. Diamonn : I never suggested any-
thing of the sort.
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Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: He suggested, farther, that
arbitration was a way out of the difficulty,
Well, we have been offeringfarbitration
right through the piece, and the men have
refused it; and yet the hon, member
thinks he may justify the men by saying
we can get over this difficulty now by
giving the men what they want, and
hereafter settling the question by arbi-
tration, when it is by arbitration thaifwe
have bLeen trying to deal with it %all
through, and that arbitration the wmen
have refused.

Me. Dramosp: They have pledged
thamselves to arbitrate.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The member for North Perth
(Mr. Speight) has asked me what the
officers of the depgrtment think of the
gituation ; whetherfthey think they can
get through, The officers of the depart-
ment realise, as I and this House realise,
that the position is serious; but they are
unanimous that unless they can get
through now, if they cannot bring these
men back to work and bring about a
settlement as we fuggest, and if the pre-
gent demande of the men be conceded,
then hereafter the departmental officers
will be hopelessly in the hands of the
employees. The officers of the depart-
ment say distinetly that unless the Gov-
erntnent succeed in this motion, hereafter

the officers gill lose control of the depart-
ment. And{l take it these are responsible
officers. Sdme of them bave been a long

time in the service; some have been
criticised severely, whether justly or
unjustly ; but, for the time being, they
are the executive officers of the Rail-
way Department, and I, as the Minister,
must accept their advice.§ It has been
farther suggested that supplies may
ran outb, with disastrous resulis, I
believe supplies are running out on the
fields, and men and women are starving
there. But surely we have enough
Britishers in the country to go to the
rescue, and convey food to the starving
geople on the fields. The member for

ubiact (Mr. Daglish) suggested that
the amendment would settle the present
dispute. With that I agree; but if we
settle this present dispute by allowing a
section of civil servants to dominate and
dictate as this section is_doing, what will
be the resulf hereafter ?‘ Each and every
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dispute will be settled in a like manner,
and it is that which I wish to avoid.

Mr. F. Cownor: Right or wrong:
stick to that point.

Toe Sreager: Order!

Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: If T bad any respect for the
hon. member, T should reply.

MBI-BCONNOR: ‘Well, reply.

Tee' COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: But I think I can treat any
interjectiona from him with the contempt
they deserve. Coming to the suggestion
of the member of North Fremantle (Mr.
Doherty), that the Church should come
to the uid@ of the department, I think it
would almost an insult to Parliament
to suggest that two hishops should come
to our rescue at this stage. Unless this
Parliament is in a position to deal with
such an important subject without the
assistance of the Church as suggested,
then the sooner we dissolve Parlia-
ment altogether, and leave thd bishops to
carry on the business of the State, the
better.

Me. Donerty: I meant the bishops to
be an arbitration board only.

Tuz COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The bishops of the Church have
no knowledge of the difficulties which will
arise; and, personally, I haye refrained
throughout from saying how(long it will
take the board of arbitration to arrive at
a decision. It was said by the delegates
who waited upou us that the whole thing
could be adjusted in ten minutes; and
naturally it could if each member of the
board had made up his mind. The repre-
sentativesRof the men have, no doubt,
made up their minds that the men are
entitled to 8s. a day; but would the
whole of the members be 6f that opinion ?
And the first difficulty which will meet
the board is that the men in the service
have already been classified ;fthey are
receiving different rates of pay; and when
once the priveiple is established that the
fettler, who is at the bottom of the grade,
is entitled to a shilling increase, and he
gets that increase, then each and every
section of the railway emnployees through-
out the service is just.]{ent.itled to make
a demand for an increised wage. That
intsllza.se, to 4,000 employees, means £200
a day. )

Mi. Diamorp : They pledge themselves
to arbitration afterwards.
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Tae COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: The first difficulty which meets
the board iz that the railway employees
are already]classified. The fettlers are
at the bottom ; and as soon as we give
the fettler 8s. per day we must raise the
wages proportionately right through the
service. The present classification has
been made by those who understand the
work, not by the bishops of the Churches.
Me. Dorerry QI did not suggest a
classification by the bishops.

Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS : If one increase be given without
inquiry, then an increase must be given
throughout the service, which will cost
the departmgnt from £80,000 to £100,000

anoumf I do not mind that, so
Foe;g as I know I am expected to
provide from £80,000 to £100,000 per
annum. I can, without any difficulty,
with a great revenge-earning department
squeeze £80,000 0rf£250,000 out of the
publi¢c, by means of increased rates, so
long as I know I am expected to do so.
But to enter upon my career with an
uncertainty as to what my, wages bill is
o be, and at the same timefo bring about
* a satisfactory result, it i too much to
expect of me. I first proposed, given a
fair chance—with the assistance of a
board which could deal with it—to
classify the whole of the men throughout
the servigg, to decide their rates of pay,
and uporfthat, determine the rates to be
charged for the trunsit of goods and
passengers throughout this country. I
think there is no necessity for me to deal
with this question farther. I should like
indeed to thank members for the kindness
they have extended to me throughout the
difficult dutieglI have had to perform
during the last week. It is of great
assistance to have the confidence of so
many members of this Hounse. It may
not be thought I deeerve it, but I think
one and all realise that up #ill now, at all
events, I have neveffhad a fair chance to
do justice either to the department or to
the nnmber of employees under my con-
trol. I have, ag I bave said, a duty to
perform, that being to protect the rail-
ways controlled by me. It would be much
easier to give increases in all directions
and make myself popular, but thatis not
the kind of politics I am going to adopt.
1 bave accepted an important position in
the Ministry of this State, and while I

[ASSEMBLY.)

Motion by the Premier.

remain a Minister T am geing to do my
duty, no matter what may result. In
taking thelstand I do, I think I am
adopting a right one, which will result
ultimately in the interests of the depart-
ment and also in the interests of the men.
I would, indeed, be glad to be relieved of
the responsibility, but my colleagues have
asked me to accept this positim;) and
have put me into it, and while here I wili,
I repeat, do my duty, and I am satisfied
that in taking the stand I do, I am
pursuing the right course.

Mr. J. L. NANSON (Murchison):
‘When this question was previoysly
debated in the House, I took occasior} to
suggest to the Government that it miht
be well to consider whether they had
exhausted every means of conciliation, I
venture to think that advice was not
altogether bad; because since that time
the (Government have done what lay in
their power to persuade the men their
intentionszjgvere such as would lead to n
fair, equitdble, and reasonable settlement;
and I now desire to say, as a private
member and one who had very much
sympathy with the men when the struggle
began, that I consider the Government
have done everything in their power to
exhaust thel resources of conciliation.
They gave to the men the option of
deciding what kind of board should be
formed. The board ia agreed to by the
asgociation, and then the association
turns round and defies, I venture to say,
the whole community,; and tells us the
decision of that boa.rd’ls not to be bind.
ing on either side. believe it was
farther said, notwithstanding that rebuff,
that everyone who returns to work by
to-morrow morning will be reinstated.
But matters have now come to such 2
pass that it is for this Hquse to consider
whether these well-meant§efforts at con-
ciliation have not been received rather as
evidence of timidity and of weakness on
the side of the Government than—as I
am sure they were meant—as evidenee of
good-will. A time muset come in every
dispute when conciliation ses, and
an action of another kind} becomes
im tive; and in passing the motion,
wh?:l?l think I mTy ta.gl':e it will be
carried by an overwhelming majority thia
morning, this House will affirm the
principle that there are limits beyond
which neither Parliament nor Govern-
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ment ean go; that consideration for a
section of the community cannoty be
allowed to ovérwhebm consideration for
the entire community, and that if we
were to give way now, we should be
affirming the principle of government
not on the grounds of equity and of
justice, but merely brute force. I have
never in this disgute understood the
Government to sa.y}hey affirm the men
are entitled to thig 8s. aday. The action
of the Government, as I understand it, is
that they neither affirm nor dispute that
proposition. Ii would be an absurdity
in terms to talk of arbitration when no
difference ,of opinion exists. It is
impossible§tc read that official state-
went published in the newspapers this
morning from the permanent beads of
the department, without seeing that those
permanent heads have a very decided
amount of doubt as to the precise sum
those wages should be; and this House
would be stultifying itself, and the Govern-
mentfalso would be stultifying itself, if
the advice of the permanent officials,
those gentlemen in highly responsible
positions, were to be utterly cast aside in
& question of this sort, and the question
not considered in a judicial and fair
manner. 1t cannot be supposed that an
arbitration board of thdfkind suggested
would not be inclined “to weigh both
sidex of the case and do even-handed
justice. But what are we to suppose from
the attitude of the men who, on the one
hand, declare they are perfectly satisfied
of the justice of their claim, and yet, on
thebther hand, even when they have sug-
gested a board themselves, will not sub-
mit their claim to the arbitrament of
that board? I join with the Commnis-
sioner of Railways in deprecating the
suggestion—in however mild a way it
may have been put— madeby the member
for North Fremantle (M:&Doherty) that
a matter of this sort shodld be referred
to a board of bishops. I venture to think
the time for referring it to any bourd at
all has gone by, because the multitude of
suggestions made as to concilintion by
means of one sort of board or anothe
have met with absolutely the same fate,
that being a flat rejection on the part of
the association. I trust that if this
matter comes up in the House again, I
shall always he found standing by the
side of the Government, and assisting
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them Ly erverv means in myfpower to
advocate not only this principle of arbi-
tration, bot also that the government of
the country shall be conducted on prin-
ciples not merely of blind force, but also,
as T have already said, on the principles
of equity and justice.

Me. R. HASTIE (Kauowna) : Ishould
like to havefmoved an amendment dif-
fering in two particulars from that
brought forward, but I am satisfied from
the way in which things have gone
that such an amendment would not be
carried. 'We have combined two ques-
tions here. The first question to consid
is that the amendment asks us to affir
that the men shall have an increase of
1s.a day. But thatis not the question to-
night. The real question is whether we
ghould emphasise our approval of the
manner in which the Government have
acted up to the pregent moment. I take it
that is the positioi];ut before the House.
Therefore I persohally, and 1 believe
most of my friends on this bench, will
vote for thut motion. But T should like
to say this: if we bad & straight-.out
motion as to whether we would recom-
mend an increase of Is. per day inkthe
men’s wages, we should like to vot€ for
that.

Me. Diaxonp:
both, you kaow.

Me. HASTIE: I wish to point out
that the fact of voting for this motion
does not in any way indicate that we are
against the increase of 1s. per day§ The
hon. member who interrupted me does
not understand that what I stated is
quite outside that question. He does
not know everything. It is quite possible
that we on this bench know something.

Mz. DiaMonp: Your experience is so
much greater.

Mz. HASTIE: So far as I know, n¢j
one denies that the men deserve more.
We have all practically agreed that the
men should get an increaze of pay
amounting to 1s. per day, and thejonly
point in dispute is as to the better way to
give it to them. Some people say:
“Qive them th.is‘shil]ing right off to
settla this question, and never mind the
future.” TFrom my;experience in these
matters, more especially in this country,
I feel absolutely certain that if this
demand for 1s. per day increase be
granted in the manner that the strikers

You cannot vote for
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ask, then within the nextffortnight we
shall have four or five strikes on our
hands, I feel absolutely certain of
that, and for this reason more than any
other, How have we hitherto settled
disputes of labour with the Government
in this country 7 Inevery case, I believe,
the Government of the day havel been
bluffed into granting the demands of the
men. And even if it begranted that we
will adopt concilistion afterwards, we
have to consider that we have practically
nothing to show that we shall be able to
do sg. It is all very well to say that this
doesinot. follow. I accept the pledges
given as being an expression of the minda
of those who give them for ihe present
moment; but I do not think that the
pledges of the association will in the
future be of any greater value than that
attributed to the pledges givenfito their
electors by some members who st in this
House. And for this reason: those mem-
bers all say that they have a right to put
their own interpretation on the pledges
they gave to their constituents. And so
will the strike party, the strike executive,
demand the right bo'interpret the mean-
ing of their pledges.® It will be found, I
fear, that this assoctation will take
strong action afterwards. I believe that
the men should get an advance; but I
also believe that many other members of
the service ought tqget an advance, and
I believe that thiflis the only way to
settle the difficulty” satisfactorily. The
question before us to-night is very largely
a question of deciding how these men are
to get their increase, how we are Lo give
them that rise in wages. On the jone
hand we have been asked to say thatffthe
(Government or Parliament ought to Five
them the shilling, and on the other hand
we are told that it ought to be given them
by a Board of Arbitration. I believe that
every member of this House wighes
arbitration to be adopted at the earliest
possible moment. We ha.ve‘a.ll of us
adopted the principle of arbitration, and
we are all ready to abide by decisions in
accordance with it. We have come to
this, so far as I can see at any rate, that
there is no way of treating this question
except that of affirming the principle
stated in the resolution proposed by the
Premier, and of doing our best to. see
that railway communication is continued
in the future.
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Me. F. CONNOR (Eazst Kimberley) :
1 think I expressed my opinion on this
matter pretty foreibly in the early pgrt of
the evening. I say this questiopq is a
question of right and wrong, and it de-
volves on us to say whether these men
have a right to the increase in their pay
or whether they have not.

A Lasour MEMBER: No, no.

Me. Tavror: They have a right.

Mr. F. CONNOR: We cannot get
away from it. § Tt is no use beating the
air in discussing this thing. It is no use
going into side issues. The single ques.
tion ia: are these men justified in asking
for 8s. a day to live on and to keep their
families on, or are they nof justified ?

Mg, Tavror: Certain 13;sthey are.

Mz. F. CONNOR: Now I want to pin
down the Labour party to this. Are
they in favour of these men getting 8s. a
day ?

Mg, Tavior: We are unanimous on
it.

Mr. F. CONNOR: Well, then, what
are you qiscussing? Are you going to
vote withfthe Government?

SeveErsL LaBour Memsers: Yes.

Me. F. CONNOR: The hon. members

‘of the Tabour party are going to vote

with the Government, and yet they say
thesa men are entitled to the inerease. Tt
is a clear-cut issue.

Me. Tavror: Not so.

Mr. F. CONNOR: Will thej hon.
member tell me why it is not clear cut?
1 nsk, are these people entitled to Bs. a day
or are they fairly paid at 7s. a day?
Perhaps hon. members will kindly follow
me, If, T am in order, I wish totry to
pin thef Labour party down to this. I
want to"ask the Labour members of this
House whether or not they are in
gympathy with the men, und whether
they are going to support the amendment
which says that these men capuot live on
75. a day. The men say theyjcannot live
and support their families ol 7s. a day.
Are the Labour members in sympathy
with these men, or are they not ?

Several LaBove Mpemeers: Yes;
certainly.

Mr. F. CONNOR: Both the late
(overnment and the present Governmen
bave said that they are entitled to the Bs\
a day. Now when the present Govern-
ment say to the men, “ You are eutitled

{ to it, but you cannot get it,” why then
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the men say, * We will endeavour to get
it; we will use every power we have to
get it.”” That is the position before this
House. Novwfllet us consider the position
of the hon. mbmber who was returned to
this House as the tribune of the Railway
Department, the member for FEast
Fremantle. 1 say he was returped as
the tribune of the Railway Department,
He is the great man who, sitting in
opposition to theglate (tovernment, said,
« I can find afla® in everything that you
do, because you sit on that side of the
House and I on this.” I wish him to
understand the position, That hon.
member when he sat on this (Oppositign)
side of the House, said, “1 can ﬁnia.
flaw in everything you do. I can Wo
everything better than you.” Now the
hon. gentleman. comes into power, and
what does he do ?

A Memeer: He finds the * flaw.”

Mz. F. CONNOR: No; he found no
“flaw,” but he created a stgike. I atiri-
bute this strike purely and‘Isimply to the
member for East Fremantl®, He created
this strike, I say. Are we benefited by
that ? Is the country benefited by that?
Are we benefited by the fact that the hon.
member who sat over here saying, “I
know everything letter than you,” now
sits over there a.né}ﬁa.ys, “These men are
entitled to the extra money, but I won't
give it to them”? Because he did say
that. e takes that position asa member
of the Ministry of this State. I con-
gratulate him on his accessioy to office : it
ia a great achievement for a,}oung man,
a comparatively young man, to attain that
position, He bas attained that position,
he sits there now, and I congratulate him
on the fact. I congratulate him on if,
and I congratulate hin on the situation.
I kope he enjoys the situation. T myself
in his place should notienjoy it, but the
position in regard to this question is as
follows—and I will reiterate it again and
again and again—-are the men justified in
demanding 8s. a day? I challenge—I1
have said this before I and say it again,
and I do not carefhow often I say it—1L
challenge the Prethier, I challenge the
Commissioner of Railways, to say that
the men are not entitled to it. Then,
if they are entitled to it, if it cannot be
denied that they are entitied to it, why
not give it to them? Whylnot do away
with all this great trouble? I will ask
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the question of hon. members who sit on
the cross-benches. It is impossible for
them to answer.

A Lasove MeMBER: What about the
ultimate cost of yielding ?

Mr. F. CONNOR: Never mind that.
This is a question of rightfland wrong.
I have taken my stand the ques-

tion of whether the men are right or
wrong. Again, have they a right to this
increase of a shilling a day, or bave they
not? Again, if they have a right, why
not give it to them ¥ If you sa.y‘they
have not a right to it, explain why™they
have not? T think the machinery the
men made use of wag wrong ; I think the
strike was to be deprecated in every
possible way; but what were the men
to do? If _their position is wrong,
let me ask]is the position of the
any more legitimate ?
They cannot deny that the men are right
in this instance; neither ¢an it be denied
that the men are wrong. I say that the
Ministry are wrong; that is the positign.
Eight shillings a day is not more thaf a
fair living wage to men who have to kdbp
families ; therefore I say the Government
might possibly waive their dignity. The
clear-cut issue is this: A section of the
men demand that they shall be paid a
living wage, and the Govepnment have
not denied that the dema.ndEs just, but
have refused it. The Governluent should
bave acceded to the request as long as
the demand was just.

Me. W. D. JOHNSON (Kalgoorlie): I
say without hesitation, the men deserve
eight shillings a day, and I have thought
that for a gpnsiderable time; still I
maintain thaq the “farm” hands who
are vut oo strike at Fremantle at the
present time should have their case
decided. The hon. member for South
Fremantle (Mr. Diamond)ia the champion
at the present time of the fettlers. A
Little time ago he was the chanpion of
the “farm ™ hands, bu\he has forgotten
them now.

Me. Dismonp: The *farm” hands
hiaive nothing to do with the question at
a

Mz. W. D. JOHNSON : I wish to ask
the member for East Kimberley (Mr.
Connor)—I think he said he has been a
mgmber of this Chamber for ten years—
haR he just come to the comclusion, or
has® he just satisfied his mind, that the
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fettlers in the Railway Department are
working at a rate which they cannot live
ou. He has been in this Chamber for
ten years, and he has just found out,
when these men come outfon strike,
that they are not receiving a living
wage. If the hon. member had doune
his duty, he should have brought this
matter before the last Ministry, and
then the men would have been working
at an increased rate now, and there would
have been no strike. The position'!luf the
Labour party is plain in this rthatter,
but T regret to say we are unot altogether
solid. We take a stand in this matter
that is a just one, and the only one which
true unionists can thke. Weare believers
in arbitratjon and econciliation ; we have
fought fof§arbitration and will continue
to do so. The difference between the
Labour party and the executive of the
Railway Association is that the Railway
Association are working for the fettlers
only: they forget that the * farm " hands
are members of the association, gnd that
they should be fighting for thos%nen as
well as for the fettlers. The ™farm”
hands are not in a position to hang up the
railways because they only nmmnber about
60, still these men should not be forgotten;
but because the fettlers are in a position
to lock up the railways they are tofreceive
early attention, vet the “ farm ™" hands
were on strike first, therefore the position
of the executive of the men’s association
js unjust. The executive should try and
get the wages demanded by the *farm”
hande first, and then deal with the
fettlers. I am not here as an advoea
for settling the trouble piecemeal.

Me. Dramonn: The “farm” hands
were not members of the association when
they struck.

Mgr. JOHNSON: They are to-night. I
would like to ask members who know so
much about the Railway Association, what
about the officers in charge of wayside
stations on the goldfieldgwho are working
twelve hours for 7s. of Hs. a day: are
they not entitled to an increase? Why
not redress their grievance atthe same
time as that of the fettlers? T am here
as the champion of the employees, and I
want an increase for the wholeflof the
employees who are championed “by us.
The position taken up by the Com-
mizsioner of Railways is a jJust one, At
the time that the fettlers came out he
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had the trouble with the  farm " hands
t0 deal with, and if he had settled
the matter with the +farm ™} hands
he would have had the fettlers out, and if
he had settled the fettlers’ strike there
would have been other disputes with the
guards and the porters: these men would
have been continually striking. But the
Minister said “I will not have that: I
will settle the whole difficultykby a board
which shall classify the wiible of the
service; I will make their decision retro-
spective.”” How can we as unionists
cavil at that ? The decision is just and
we will accept it: a majority stand here
fo-night prepared to go on in that way.
We are believers in arbitration} and a
majority of us will support the mbtion.
Me. H. J. YELVERTON (Sussex): 1
do not propose at this early hour of the
morning to refer at great length to the
question, but in dealing with the subject
the other evening in the course of my
remarks on thefAddress-in-reply I said
I believed the position taken up by the
Government was a just one, and that I
hoped that they would be supported by
the members of the House. I regret thal
prophecy is not to be fulfilled; still T hope
the Government will be supportedfby a
large majority of members. So faras]
am concerned, speaking as one who has
had considerable experience as an em-
ployer of labour for 25 or 30 years, and
having bad to deal with considerable
bodies of mep, I may say that I have
always foundgin my dealings with men
they have ben reasonable when they
are treated fairly; at any rate that is my
experience. I do not think that at pre
sent any labouring man in the country
who ever worked for me could say !
treated Lim unfairlyy. When I say ]
am abou support the Government ix
this matter, I trust the working men wil
atill be with me on the question.
have heard it aaid many times this
evening that the fettlers and line repairer:
on the railways are entitled to an extr
shilling per day. I am going toihsa.g
that I am not yet convinced on “thw
question, because I know on the sawmilli
and in the forests of the country—I an
speaking of a matter I understand--th
wages there at the present time are eigh
ghillings & day for_nine hours, and th
feltlers—and I ha.viwa.tched their work—
who it is said afe entitled to eigh
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shillings a day, do not have to work so
hard as the men in the forests and at the
sawmills, and at other great industries
in the country which are backed up by
private enterprise. If the fettlers are
entitled to eight ghillings a day, then
these other men are entitled to a much
greater increase; while 1 know with
regard to the tiraber trade, the busi-
ness will not stand an increaszed rate
of pay. Therefore I say I am very
much in doubt whether the fettlers
are entitledfto the increase demanded.
But, putting aside altogether that ques-
tion of wages, for I say that is not before
us this evening, the question is whether
we shall give way to the demands wade
by this association; whether we shall
allow it to rule this country, or will
adhere to four intention to support con-
stitutional” government. That is the
position, I take it ; and I believe it is a
Juat one; and upon this question I shall
this morning support the Government,
and will not support any amendment
whatever. Unless the Premieg alters the
terms of his proposal, T shall§adhere to
that resolution, and will support him. I
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placed under a cowpany like the Midland
Company, whereby there would be ne
gtrikes at all. That is one of the conse-
quences which is apt to acerue frow such
strikes. As to the men being entitled to
an ingrease of wages, I may say I have
been a public man for over three years
past, and during that time I have had the
honour of being the mayor of the to

of Boulder, which pays its labourers 11s
8d. per day, while the Government
labourer is working, very often at more
laborious worlk, within a stone’s throw of
the municipal labourer, and earning only
75. a day and an extra shilling as a gold-
fields allowance ; and I believe it is the
intention of the Ministr@ito rectify these
anomalies. I may ask tffe House if they
really think the men will accept the
overtures that have come from the
member for South Fremantle, and that
we should throw out this Ministry with

- a view of having that hon. member on

have said quite sufficient to express my .

views on the subject, and I intend to
abide by those views and to vote with the
Government.

i the member

Me. J. M. HOPKINS (Boulder): 1 '

am much pleased to see that this has not
beenjtreated as a party question; and 1
rise ‘more particularly to eay that my
opinion is entirely in opposition to the
opinions expressed by the member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Diamond) and by
those other members who have supported
the amendment, when they state that the
men have exhausted every‘constitut.ional
meang of having their grievancesremedied.
I say they have not done so, and I shall
endeavour to prove that before I finish.

Mz. F. Connor: Prove it.

Mp. HOPEINS: I am sorry indeed to
think we are having a strike on our rail-

ways. I am sure it isla, matter of regret

to every person thro¥ghout the length -

and breadth of Australia; and in the
minds of most of us it aims a blow atone
of owr most cherighed ideas, that is of
reserving to the State the right of build-
ing and controlling the railways. It i
occurrences like this which tend to bring
the people round to thinking it would
be much better if the raillways were

the Treasury bench ? ‘

Mg, DIAMONJ%} It is not a question of
throwing out a Ministry.

Mz, HOPKINS: Or are we to throw
out the Ministry in order to bring in the
member for the “black North™—I beg
pardon, East Kimberley ? We are not to
be hoodwinked in that manmer. 1 say
for§ Northam (Mr. G.
Throssell) undoubtedly made a mistake.
‘When this question came before the late
Premier (Mr. Throssell) it was for him
to deal with it tinally, so far as his term
of office was concerned, and to decide,
either que way or other, yes or no. But
we findfthat, three days after the ques-
tion cathe before him, he goes out of
office, but writesa private communication
to the ten, wherem be says: " Gentle-
men, you have proved your caseup to the
hilt ;” or in other words, © You have gour
labour to sell, and we are paying yo&s.
a day for it; but it is worth 8s.” at
it @ nice position for the Premier of the
country to take up.

Mz. Rasoxn : He did more than that.

Me. HOPKINS: We may reasonably
illustrate the position by supposing that
Mr. Throssell takes his wool clipf to
Dalgety & Co., and they tell him 1t is
worth 8d., but he says he will accept 7d.
for it.

MR. Diawonp: You are grossly mis.
representing the hon. member.
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Mer. HOPKINS: There is no person
more sensible than I of the difficulties
that will acerue, more particularlyjto my
own constituents. I recognise that if
this strike be continued, the mines muss
close down—that is absclutely certain ;
and I think every industry of this country
will follow, and that probably the first
men to “go broke” will be the city
merchants, T am perfectly satisfied the
country will be devastated if this strike
continue. I appreciate the remarks of
the member for North Perth (Mr. R.
Speight) when he referred to the positivn
in which we were placed when the men
threatened to strike. I agree with him
that it was very advisable to know whol
were the masters of the situation. Now,
the principle of an arbitration board is
found in the motion made by the Premier
to-might. I am ome of those who have
been elected to mnaintain that principle.
I have here telegrams, which I have
already placed before the Premier, from
wyfown constituency, wherein my con-
stituents ask for my assistance towards
getting the men an increase of a shilling
a day. They already have my assurance
that they will have my assistance to see
that the men get, not 1s. a day, gt that
their “screws” will be raised to %nbe in
accordance with the rate of pay rulivg in
the districts in which they happen to be
employed.

Mz. GeoreE: Then there will have to
be higher railway rates paid in your dis-
trict.

Mr. HOPKINS: From the wording
of these telegrams and Iom the meetings

L

held, I am convinced fthat up to the
present time the people dn the fields have
not heard the two sides of the question.
It is, to my mind, one of the most serious
problems that has ever darkened the
horizon of Australia. It is indeed a
gerious thing to kmow that one-fourth
of the entire population of this State
is, at the present time, cut off; its
supplies are cut off, and there are
no means by which those supplies can
be efficiently replenished. It is very
serious to think that 40Q or 600 railway

[ASSEMBILY.]

men should take uponfthemselves the

respousibility of going od strike to bring
about such dire consequences. [A Mewm. |
BER: 400.] Very well; 400. There are |
two sides to this question. The men |
have their labour to sell; and it was right |
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for them to make application, in the
ordinary course oflbvusiness. for a rise, if
they consider they“were eatitled toit. T
understand they made an application to
have their wages increased. They fol-
lowed that up by a petition to the General
Manager, and from the General Manager
it went to the Minister, and from the
Minister to the Premier}I thiuk with an
ultimatum that they wluld go out on
strike on a certain date; and, after going
on strike to try to force the hands of
this Parliament, trying to induce us to
violate our own ideas of constitutional
government, they then start to prepare
a petition fonﬁpresenta.tion to Parliament;
but this is tfe course they should have
adopted before they went on strike. I
am perfectly convinced that if the rail-
way employees had come to the Minister
and gone from the Minister to the Premier,
and then, not having had their grievances
rectified in a mannerjwhich they thought
fair and square, had “presented a petition
to Parliament, that petition would have
been fairly and squarely dealt with by
both sides of this House. I undertake
to say that when the question of passing
those wages comes before the House,
and whatever this board may doj I for
one will feel, when the Estimates next
come before us, that it will be my pleasure
and my duty to see that every person in
the employ of the Grovernment is getting
a rate of wapes equal to the pate paid
in the district where that personFm.ppens
to be employed. The hour is edrly, and
I zhall not speak ab any great length;
but we shall be here again to-night dis-
cussing the question. On Thursday night
last I thought it would have been pre-
ferable had we dealt with this matter in
committee, with the Press excluded jjand
bad we done that we might have formu-
lated a proposal which would have met
the wishes of both parties. However, I
am here to-night to represent my con-
stituency, a constituency which has a
great deal at stake. I say I cannot, in
the face of my election pledges, gd back
on the proposition noved by the Prdmier.
I give that my very hearty support, and
simply say that I now look forward to
the time when I shall have an opportunity
of doing wmy share towards seeing that
these men do get a reasonghle remunera.-
tion for their labour; andgil hope it will
not take me 10 long years tb be convinced
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of the justice of their claim, as it has
taken the member for East Kimberley
(Mr. Connor).

Me. F. WILSBON (Perth): T have
listened with some considerable attention
to the remarks which have fallen from
previous speakers,‘:ith the hope that 1
might hear something fresh in connection
with this great digpute, the sirike now
existing. I confess that when listening
to the remarks of the member for Guild-
ford (Mr. C. H. Rason) and the member
for Subiaco (Mr. H. Daglicsh), I was
unable to understand howp they counld,
whilst admitting that the dction of the
men was decidedly wrong, wish to reward
them for having taken that wrong action.
In a dispute, no matter whether it is a
question of wapges, hours, or any other
puint between two parties, employer and
emploved, if one side gives‘way and
grants the request of the other, the matter
is settled and settled once and for all, and
on the easiest basis. I wish to point out
that this vnfortunate strike among the
railway bands has undoubtedly reached
an acute stage. We have a position
thrust upon us no«&isn which we have to
decide whether the Government and the
Parliament of this State shall be supreme,
whether the railways and other public
undertakings belonging to the State shall
be contrelled by the responsible Ministers
of the Crown, or whether they shall be
controlled by a section of thefeivil ser-
vants represented by this union. The
question has narrowed itself down to that
position. The Premier could have adopted
no other action than that he has taken
to-night. There is no man who could sit
longer in the responsible position the
Premier holds here, and carry this load
upomfhis shoulders, when Parliament was
in seseion, without coming to the House
and asking to have his action either in-
dorsed or condemned ; and I consider the
speech he made to-night, placing the
matter clearly before hon, members, was
one of which he might well be proud, and
I congratulate himQupon it. It was
moderate in its tone and yet deter-
mined in its delivery ; and I say bad the
Premier taken any other action, had he
allowed this grave matter, which we all
deplore, to continue without submit-
ting it and getting a definite decgpion
from this Parliament as to whetherhis
actions should be indorsed or otherwise,
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had he permitted himself to be swayed
and influenced by such members as the
member for South Fremantle (Mr. A. J.
Diamond) and others into giving way to
the men’s demands, without insisting
upon the matter being considered by
arbitration, which he s‘i&iﬂy proposed
some time since, he wo have lost the
respect not only of the members of this
House, but also the respect of the
people of the State, and of the very
strikers themselves. To sav this demand
has been_ conceded as just on all sides is,
I think.} making a statement that is not
true.

Mr. F. Conwor:
it?

Me. WILSON: Emphatically I deny
it. Isay that 1 and others, and I ven-
ture to assert hundreds and thousands
of people in this State, have never yet
considereni:he justice of the demands

Do you deny

made. Itfhas yet to be proved that the
wages the Bnen are receiving are too small
for the work they are giving to the Stiate.
I do not msinuate by this that the
decision will be against the men—I am
rather ipclined to think it will be in their
favour ;gbut I would remind the House
that there are thousands of wen in this
State to-day working for the wage these
men are receiving, namely 7s. a day, and
therg are men working on railways here
who are gettipg only 7s. a day for the
same class ofiwork. But I do not wish
to advance that as an argument that this
demand of the men should be declined
out of hand. By all means let the matter
be fairly considered and dealt with by a
tribunal for which these men _have
agitated so long; by arbitration, thefjonly
fair tribunal which could settle a dispute
of this character. The member for South
Fremantle advanced as an argument why
the Government should give way, that
the Chamber of Commerce at Kalgoorlie
had decided, after due consideration, that
it was in the best interesis of the State that
thefmen should receive the advance. I
wish this House to understand there were
present, ut that weeting of the Chamber
of Commerce which considered this
question 15 mewmbers, of whom eight
voted for the motion and seven against
it. The motion was_carried by a
majority of one, and I§have it on the
anthority of merchants th this ¢ity and
responsible people in Kalgoorlie that the
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decision of the Chamber of Commerce 1 to our demands.”

does not by any means represent public
opinion.

M=z F. Coxwor: You have no nght to
say that.

Mr. WILSQN : I say it emphatically,
and T defy thdl hon. member to dispute
the accuracy of my statement.

Mr. Connor: I dispute it absolutely.

Mg. WILSON : I hope this House will
support the Government in the motion
submitted, and I say that in my humble
opinion one of the conditions of arhitra.
tion on any lines must be that the§men
return. to work forthwith. They "have
taken up a wrong position, and I believe
the mwajority of the men are beginning to
find that out for themselves. They must
understand clearly that men who are
employed in the service of the State :
in an absolutely different position fro
men who are serving private firms. They
are servants of the State, and it is not
right, and T say it is an almost unheard
of thing, that the whole railway system
of any country should be paralysed by the
action of civil servants rgfusing to con-
tinue in their employment.§ If the Govern-
ment are wrong in refusing the requests
of these men, there is a proper and con-
stitutional method of obtaining redress.
I have yet to hear that the men haveever
attempted to approach this Parliament in
a constitutional fashion for the purpose
of seeking redress of theifgrievances. 1
venture also to assert, without fear of
contradiction, that if this Parliament
considered that the men's demand was
just, and if it had been brought before
Parliament in a proper manner, the men
remaining at their work and not para.
lysing ghe railway system of the State
aB they(have done, then the members of
this Patliament would not have hesitated
to cast a vote adverse to the Government
of the day, and turned them out of office
on aceount of their action in refusing the
advance. But that is not the pogition.
The position is that the menghave
adopted a ‘“*stand and deliver"” policy,
saying: “You must grant this advance
or else we do not care what may happen
to the rest of the population. We are
going to stop the running of the railways;
we are going to make the 186,0008eople
who live in different parts of thill State
suffer because you will not at once accede

[ASSEMBLY.)
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Ts that a right stand
for any small section of the community
to take? I venture to say that o right-
thinking person iy Western Australia
can support such ah,liontantion. I would
like to point out tht in this great ques-
tion we have the eyes of the other States
on us. [ know full well that the action
of the present Administration is being
watched in the Easteru States. They
are gnxicusly waiting to see the resultof -
thisg§strike in Western Australia; they
are waiting to see how our Government
wnd our Parliament are going to handle
this difficulty ; and should we show any
signs of wavering, should we for one
moment surrender the privileges and the
powers of this House, allow any
section of the communit;g to dominate
and overrule the right of this House
to control the public estate, then
you may depend on it that it will have a
very bad moral effect right throughout
the Commonwealth. In that aspect alone
we bave a duty to perform not only to
the people of Western§A ustralia, but also
to the whole of the people of the Aus-
tralian Commonwealth. It is our duty
to show that we will insist that Parlia-
ment shall be supreme, and that these
men must not adopt a * stand-and-
deliver ” policy towards the Government
of the day. I hops that thire&sona.ble
and just priociple of arbitration which
has been contended for so long by these
different unions and by members of this
House, having been conceded to the men,
will be adopted by them. And here I
wish to join issue with the member for
8outh Fremantle (Mr. Diamond), who
said that this House had shut the men
out from arbitration.

Mz. Diamonn: I said Parhament had
shut them out.

Me. WILSON: Parliament has done
nothing of the sort. Parliament did
not shut these men out from arbitra-
tion.

Mr. Diamoxp: Parliament did shut

them out.

My, WILSON: The men shut them-
selve}ut from i1t.

Mg Diamosp: They did not.

Mz. WILSON: They shut themselves
out in having clerical workers, or mem-
bers of the clerical staff, mized up with
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other workers. Hence the vemson why
they could not register under the Arbi-
tration Act. Is Parliament to blame for
that, and is thaiflany reason or justifica-
tion for their takithg up this high-handed
position ?  Not at all. If the men ure
closed out from the operation of the
Arbitration Act, I say the Government
have “ gone one better” by offering, and
again offering, and reitergting the offer,
to create a special Boardfof Arbitration
to consider and settle this dispute once
and for all. I think that the arguments
which have been advanced here to-night
against the Government proposal are
childish. T say, farther, that they are
unpatriotic, and calculated to do injury
Fe well-being and the peacefulness of
thefState. I do hope that hon. members

ill think twice before they oppose this
motion, knowing full well that it means
the supremacy of Parliament in all
affairs which affect the well-being of
the State and the control of the public
property.

Mg, J. RESIDE (Hannaas): I am
sorry ghat the occasion has arisen for my
addressing the House once more on the
situation. The last time I spoke it was
with the strike impending, and I then
expressed the opinion of this party as
unionists and labour men on the situa-
tion, in g¢rder to prevent what we
cousiderediwould be a national calamity.
Our advite was disregarded. Again
standing here as a worker, and as a
representative of workers, and as a
unionist, I say to every man, to every
worker, that although T find myself in a
peculiar positipn here, a position that
appears to befantagonistic to the men
who sent me here—I have been promoted
by those men, T bave fought their battles
in the past, but I have been promoted
by my fellow-workers to the position of
politivian; and therefore it is from a
political standpoint I must view the
situation.} And I say this is not a ques-
tion of wages. The justice or the
injustice of the men’s demand is not
under consideration to-night before this
tribunal of the representatives of the
country. I say the question is solely one
of pringiple; and when I say that I have
foughtf in the forefront of the labour
ranks for the principle of arbitration, that
T bave fought for the time when strikes
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would be  thing of the past, and that I
have gaid all Jabour disputes ought to be
settled by the principle arbifration,
and when I consider thatfarbitration is
one of the planks of the Labour platform,
how can I consistently refrain from sup-
porting the motion which is now before
Parliament? I say this is the position
the Labour party finds itseif in to-night;
and as far as I am personally concerned
I have endeavoured to the§ best of my
ability to bring about a settlement of
this strike. It was through my per-
sonal intervention that the members
of the Ministry and the executive of
the strikers were brought together. I
really thought at one time that a settle-
ment of the difficulty had been arrived at.
Thefparties were, indeed, within an ace
of K. When it was found that they
tripped over various conditions, I was
bitterly disappointed. At the conference
held at the Premier's office on Monday
morning several propositions were laid
down, and one of them was that a board
should be appointed. Tha,t.rboa.rd was
then practically agreed on. ' The parties
also were agreed on the number of
members the bonrd should have, the
persons who should be appointed mem-
bers, and the manner of electing the
chairman. All these things were agreed
on. But then the question arose whether
the decision of thefboard should be bind-
ing. The men said they were not
agreeable to accept the decision of the
board as binding. That was taken as
ope of the conditions to be referred to
the Cabinet, as the Ministers at the
conference would naturally have to refer
to the Cabinet for ra,tiﬁca.tionéor other-
wise of the conditions. 'Lhe second
condition was that the men should return
to work before the award was given.
The third condition had reference to
reinstatement of the strikers. The Cabinet
on considering these questions decided,
it appears, that the award must be bind.
ing, and that the melg must return to
work before the hoard delivered judg-
ment.  The third proposal that the men
should be reinstated in their old positions
and that no one should suifer for
their actions during the strike, was
agreed to. There was a difficulty in
argving at exactly what was intended by
the§ Cabinet, and T took it upon myself
to see that this matter should becleared up,
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and I was quite certain that it was fo be
dealt with to the satisfaction of members
of the executive. However, there wad the
gituation ; gnd as far as I am concerned,

[ASSEMBLY.)

I consider§that the executive have not .

acted in a proper manmer. I consider
that they have not done what they ought
to bave done. I myself advised them to
accept the board, and to accept as binding
the decision of that board. For I cgn-
sidered that they had nothing to fea.la.s
their position seemed to me so jhat
and sbtrong that really the decision
of the board could be anticipated. I
said, with the idea of inducing the
executive to agree to the decision of the
board being binding, that they ran no
risk, and gsked, *Therefore why not
accept it ? ’is T asked them as a worker to
do this, apd I told them that if I were
not sure that the course [ suggested was
advisable, 1 would not recommend it.
Afterwards, when the decision of the
Cabinet was unsatisfactory to the "execu-
tive, they seemed to throw out a.tgood
many bints of suspicion and trifkery.
Thereupon 1 said that throughout the
negotiations I had watched the Premier
very closely and bad judged him as far as
I could, and that I considered he was
acting in a fair and straightforward an

manly way. There was no trickery abou
him. T said I considered the executive
should show more confidence than they
did in the justice and sincerity of the
Cabinet. They appeared to see in the
Government proposals some suspicious
features, some trickery; they seemed to
be afraid that they wege going to he
trapped into something ofpther ; and con-
sequently they had not that degree of
confidence with which they shonld have
approached the situation. The great
mistake in connection with the strike was
that of the executive in not submitting
the question of the board to the men.
The executivg should not have taken the
re5ponsibi1it;ﬁ3f deciding the situation as
they did. ey had taken a ballot on
the question whether, if the line repairers
did not receive ‘the extra shilling by a
certain dale, the association members
were to strike. Bul the offer of a fair
and equitable Board of Arbitration com.
pletely altered thisitua.t.ion; and they,
ag leaders of the %trike and as men mn
positions of responsibility, had then an
opportunity of referring the question back
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to the men, instead of themselves deciding
to reject the offer.

A MemBeErR: The men are satisfied,
though. That is the answer to that
contention.

Mz F RESIDE: The Executive said
that the time which would be required
for taking a second ballot was tov long
and would delay matters too much; but
I consider that it was not absclutely
necessary to go through all the formalities
of a ballo I know, of course, that
on accountf of the wide ramifications
of the association a long time would
be required for taking a ballot. I say
on the onme hand the executive have
ghown too much suspicion, and not
enocugh tact, or the strike would have
been settled before this. As far as Iam
concerned, ag T said to-night I am called
on to take np a certain position, and I
am going to do it. The secretary of the
W.A.G.R. Association was too hasty
when he made the remarks regarding
Mr. Hastie.. AsI said before,if I am
doing wrong infthe action I am taking, I
must stand by "it. 1 think I would be
mconsistent f I did oot support the
principle of arbitration which 1s offered.
Anyhow I will take the risk, and when I
go back to the pepple on the goldfields I
shall be able tojexplain my action. I
know the seriousness of the position, and
[ know the seriousness which this strike
will place the people of the goldfields in.
Their supplies will be cut off, but I say
that the people will look after themselves
whep the time comes. I know that the
menfwill come to reagon and see that the
strike is settled. The whole facts of the
case have not been placed before the men,
because if that had been done the men
would accept arbitration. The case is so
strong that I do not fear that the decision
of thiboard will not be in favour of the
men. ¥ The whole matter should be got
over at once,

Amendment (to concede the strikers’
claim) put, and a division taken with the
following result:—

Ayes ... e 7
Noes

Majority against ...
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Noxa,
Mr. Buicher
Mr. Ewi

Avna,

Mr. Throsse)l
Mr. Rason {Teller).

M. Illingworth
Mr. Jacoby
Mr, James

Mr. Wallnce (Taller).
Amendment thus negatived.
Question (to support the action of the
Government) put, and passed on the
voices.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 2:30 o'clock
a.m. (Thursday) until the afternoon.
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Question, efc.

Legislatibe Assemblp,
Thursday, 11th July, 1901.

Address-in-reply, 3 Presented—
nestion : Railway Station at South Quay, how sane-
ioned —Question : Caves in South-West, to protect—

Question : Lighthouse at U%é)e Naturaliste, to erect
—Question : Engines and Wagouns, Purchase from
Contractors—Question ; Drainage Board, Canuing—
egtion : Explosives Magnzine, site— Question:
ilway, Owen's Auchornge to S.W. Railway,
survey —Question: Military Gout%enta Saddles
Defective — Loon  Bill, £3,500,000; firat and
gecond readings (ndjourned) — Return: Indent
Orders sent—FHeturn: Indeb ess, particuloars—
Return: Sparks on Roilways, Claims for D
Return: Agricultural Areas in B.W,, particulars—
Return : Expenditure in Departments B45)-—1\‘.eiﬂn'n:
Ravenue from Lands and Railways—
Milling, Eight Hours, to legislnte—DMotion : Rabbit
Incarsion, to out recommendation {ed-
ﬁumed)—Motlon : Prospecting Parties, to namist—
otion: Asiatics Competing in Trude, to prevent
(Amendment ged)—Motion ; Branding Stock,
to legislnte—DMotion for Papers: Kurrawang Wood
Syodicate—Adjournment.

Presentation — Pngea

Tee SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o’clock, pm.

Pravers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY—PRESENTATION.

At fifteen minutes to five o’clock the
SeEaxER, accompanied by honourahle
members, proceeded to Goveroment House
to present the Address-in-reply to the
opening Speech of His Excrirency;
and, having returned, the SpeakER
reported that

Hiz ExcerLERCY had been pleased to
reply as follows :—

Mgr. SPEARKER AND (GGENTLEMEN OF THE
LearsnaTive AssEmpry,—I thank you for your
Address.in-reply to my opening Speech, and
for the assurance of your desire to deal with
all questions that come before you in such a
manpner as to promote the advancement and
welfare of this State,

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the Corontal TreasusER : London
Apgency, statement of operations.
Ordered to lie on the table.

QUESTION — RAILWAY STATION AT

S0UTH QUAY, HOW SANCTIONED.

Me. McDONALD asked the Com-
misgioner of Railways: 1, Whether the
Railway Station on the South Quay,
Swan River, Fremantle, had Leen erected
without Parliamentary sanction; and,if
so, by what authority the work was
executed. ~ 2, Out of what funds the



