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also expensive. The charges for magazine
licenses proposed. in the schedule were
too high., He moved that in the pars-
graph relating to magazine licenses, the
words "two pounds," line 2, be struck
out and "thirty shillings- inserted in
lieu, and that the words "five pounds,"
line 3, be struck out and "1two pounds"
inserted in lieu.

Amendments Passed, and the schedule
as amended agreed to.

Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with amendments, and

the report adopted.

JUSTICES 'BILL.
SECJOND EADING.

How. Mt. L. MOSS (Minister), in
moving the second reading, said: This
Bill is merely a consolidating measure;
and in Commnittee I shall be glad to
explain any clauses to which my attention
may be directed. A reference to the
schedule shows that the Bill consolidates
11 statutes, and regulates the practice
and procedure before justices of the peace.
With the exception of the clause relating
to appeal, the measure proposes little
amendment in the existing law. The
nature of any alterations proposed will
be fully explained in Committee. This
Bill seeks to lay down within the limits
of one measure a. code of procedure at
present Scattered through 11 statutes,
and to deal with criminal procedure in
the lower courts in the same way as the
criminal code passed last session deals
with criminal practice in the Supreme
Court. Resident magistrates and honor-
ary justices wilT in this measure find the
whole of the law and the practice regu-
lating their proceedings. Hon. members
will agree as to the desirability of
Simplifying in every pos9sible manner pro-
cedu re before justices, and that end the
Bill seeks to attain.

Sin. E, ff. WITTENOOM (N-orth):- I
ria merely to ask a question. Not
having read the Eill, I do not know
whether it contains any provision to the
effect that a, list giving the names of all
justices of the peace throughout the
State, together with the dates of their
respective appointments, shall be pub-
lished annually in the Gov'ernment
Gazette. When many justices meet on
the bench, it is often difficult to decide

who is the senior, since every justice
cannot be expected to remember the date
of every other justice's 6ppointment. It
would be well, therefore, if such a list as
I have suggested were published annually,
or every two or three years.

HoN. M. L. MOSS (in reply): The
practice referred to by the hon. member
was in force here years ago; but it has
fallen into desuetude. The idea is cer-
tainly a good one. The Bill, however,
contains no provision to that effect.

SIR E. H. WITTENOOAI Will YOU
insert Such a provision?

How. M. L. MOSS: I shall confer
with the Attorney General on the point.
I think it probable that the Government
will give the hon. member's suggestion
practical effect.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a, second time.

ADJOURNMENT.
On motion by the MINISTER FOR

LANi-s, the House adjourned at 6835
o'clock until Tuesday, 23rd September.

fturtsanibt SssernbI!.
Tuesday, 9ih September, 1902.
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By the TREAsuRER: FhPoto.-litho-
graphic Department, Report for 1901-2.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUESTION-LOCOMOTIVE WORKSHOPS,
FIRE EXTINGUISHING.

MR. McDONALD asked the Minister
for Railways: z, What was the cost of
installing the pomp and plant for fire
purposes in the Locomotive shops, Fre-
mantle. -, What is the cost for upkeep.
including allowances paid to employees
in brigade. 3, Whether it is correct
that hundreds of feet of Merryweather's
Al hose are lying about the yard. 4, At
what cost was this hose procured per 100
feet. 5, Whether the plant and ap-
plianmces are at present in an efficient
state. 6, What allowances do the insur-
ance companies allow on account of the
plant.

Tun MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: r,£.77Th 7s. 9d. 2,,£240 Ss. 2d.
Per annum.- 3, No. 4,.£6 13s. 4d.
Yes, with the exception of the suction
pipe, which is undergoing repair. 6,
None.

QUESTION-MIDLAND RAILWAY,

FARES AND FREIGHTS.
MR. PIGOTT, for Mr. Stone, asked

the Treasurer: i, What sum of money
the Government has, paid to the Midland
Railway Company during the past 12
moniths for fares and freights of all kinds.
z. What is the amount of rebates, if any,
that the Government has received from the
Midland Railway Company. 3, Whether
the Government is aware that the Midland
Railway Company allows rebates on
freights to private individuals.

THE. TREASURER replied: i,
£1,771 13s. 2d. 2, None. Bailwav
stores are, however, cardied at the follow-

in reduced rates :-Classes 1, 2, and 3,
30a. per too. Smalls, minimum'. 3, No.

QUESTION-RAILWAY LOCOMOTIVE
BRANCH, PARTICULARS.

Mn. McDONALD asked the Minister
for Railways: r, What officer in the
locomotive Branchl was responsible for
the re-classification of rolling-stock. z,
How many times the classification was
altered. 3, The total cost of the said
re-classification up to its date of com-
pletion. 4, What action the Government

intends taking with regard to the alleged
overpaying of employees in the Chief
Mechanical Engineer's branch at the Fre-
mantle Locomotive Shops. 5, Whether
the Auditor General has been given
instructions to investigate. 6, Whether
the Government is aware that a serious
charge was laid against an officer of the
Chief Mechanical Engineer's office of
personating the editor of the Morning
Hferald- 7, What action, if any, the
Chief Mechanical Engini er has taken to
investigate the matter.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: i, The Chief Mechanical En-
gineer. 2, On the 2nd August, 1900, it
was mutually decided between the Chief
T raffic NLIanage- anid th e Chi ef Mechanical
Engineer to reclassify the carriage and
wagon stock. On the 8thi August, 1900,
a classification schedule was prepared,
and on the 21st and 29th August, 1900,
some minor al1terations were made to suit
the requirements of the department. The
classification was adopted on the 29th
August, 190U. ' , Approximately £2501.
The number of vehicles reclassified was
5,037. 4, No action is considered neces-
sary. The checks adopted have proved
ample and conclusive when accompanied
by industry and intelligence. 5, No. The
books of the Chief Mechanical Engineer's
branch are open for any investigations the
Auditor General desires. 6, On the 12th
June, 1901, a Mr. Orr, a clerk in the
Workshops Manager's office, reported
that -an officer of the branch at East
Fremantle had impersonated the editor
of the Morning Herald about the end of
April, 1901. This letter was received by
the Chief Mlechanical Engineer on the
18th June, 1901. On the 22nd June,
1901, Mr. Orr was asked if he could state
the exact da~te on which the alleged im-
personation took place, and the name of
the individual who adopted the method
complained of. On the 27th June, 1901,
Mr. Orr replied that " so far as his
recollection served him," thi- exact date
was on or about the 29th or 30th April,
and that he declined to make a6 direct
charge. On the 4th July, 1901, the Chief
Mechanical Engineer saw Mr. Orr per-
sonally, and informed him that he (the
Chief Mechanical Engineer) haod no sym-
pathy with the kind of thing alleged to
have taken place. Mr. On- declined to
give any information respecting the name

[ASSEMBLY.] Locomotive Branch,



Qlfetinsf. [9 SFPnEmwtR, 190-2.1 QueslianA, f. 961

of the person against whom the alleged
charge of the 12th June, 1901, was laid,
and the matter dropped. 7, Detailed in
No. 6.

QUESTION-CAITTLE LEADS AT DERBY.
ME. PIGOTT asked the Minister for

Works: What steps the Government in-
tend taking to have the work of filling in
the cattle leads on the Derby Marsh com-
pleted now that such work is stopped by
reason of the prisoners baying been re-
moved from the Derby gaol.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: Provision has been made on the
Estimates, presently under consideration.

QUESTION-FRIENDLY SOCIETIES,
ANNUAL REPORTS.

DR. HICKS asked the Attorney
General: i, Whether the annual reports,
from 1895 to 1901 inclusive, required by
Section 6, Sub-section 2, of "The Friendly
Societies Act, 1894," have been laid on
the table of the House. z, If not, why
not.

The ATTORNEY GENERA L replied:
z, Particulars of the societies have been
each year supplied for the Annual Register
as soon as the information was received
from the societies, and presented to Par-
lianient in that form. 2, The Registrar
has in preparation a reportfor the period
1895 to 1901, which will shortly be laid
on the table of the House.

QUESTION-MINERS' WAGES,
FOETNIGETLY.

MR. HOLMAN asked the Minister for
Mines: i, Whether he is aware that the
system of monthly payment of wages ou
mines materially increases the cost of
living to the employees, and entails serious
loss to the business people. 2, Whether
he will introduce legislation to compel
mine-owners to pay their employees wages
at least bi-monthly.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: j, No. 2, This is a matter which
should be settled between employer and
employee. In a great many cases, pay-
ment is made bi-monthly.

QUESTION -MINING AT NORTHAMP-
TON, REVENUE AND BORING.

MR. HOLMAN asked the Minister for
Mines: r, What amount of revenue was

derived from mining at Northampton for
the year ending 30th June, 1902. z,
What amount it is proposed to spend on
diamond drill boring at Northampton.
3, Whether the Mines Department is
defraying the whole of the cost of the
boring. 4, On what terms, arrange-
mernts, and conditions this work was
undertaken.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES re-
plied: i, £385 l3s. 2, The expenditure
so far of 41,200 has been authorised. 3,
Yes. 4, 19s. 6d. per foot, the department
paying freight on machinery and fares to
the nearest sidings to the works.

QUESTION-RAILWAY LAVATORY
OARS.

MR. WALLACE asked the Minister
for Railways: i, The total number of
Lavatory cars in possession of the Govern-
mnent. 2, The number of same exclusively
in use on the suburban lines.

THE: MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: u, 49. 2, None of these cars
are exclusively set apart for use on
suburban lines; but occasionally it is
found necessary to use them to cope with
heavy traffic.

QUESTLON-COOLGARDIE WATER
SCHEME, RETICULATION.

Ma. REID asked the Minister for
Works: x, Whether, in view of the
approaching completion of the Coolgardie
Water Scheme, arrangements have been
made for the reticulation of the water in
Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie. z, If not,
whether it is the intention of the Govern -
ment to formulate a scheme for the re-
ticulation of water on the goldfields
centres, so that mine owners and resi-
dents may have the use of the water on
the completion of the water mains to
Coolgardie.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: The whole question of reticula-
tion is receiving the earliest attention of
the Government, and is the subject of
negotiations between the Government,
municipalities, and the representatives of
the mining interests.

MARINE STORES BILL.
Introduced by the PnmnzE, and rea

a first time.
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BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
Introduced by MR. W, J. BUTCHEn,

and read a, first time.

COLLIE-BOULDER RAILWAY BILL.
SECOND READING.

Resumed from the 26th August.
MR. Y. L. NANSON (Murchison): Ila

dealing with this Bill, I can scarcely hope
to follow the example of the Minister for
Railways (Hon. C. H. Rason), who in
introducing the measure dealt with it in
a speech of, I su ppose, almost unparalleled
brevity, when we consider the importance
of the subject to the State. The hon.
member's speechb, in the published report
in Hansard, which has not apparently, as
happens with some Speeches, been con-
densed, occupied I think something like
25 lines; and in those 25 lines he managed
to convey to the House as little informa-
tion as it was possible to convey, when at
thp same time there was an urgent neces-
sity that instead of conveying such a,
small, amount of information, he should
have endeavoured to place before the
House the facts in their fullest aspect.
Now in dealing with this Bill, the House
has not only to consider the question of
constructing this railway on its merits.
A mnore serious question arises than the
expenditure of £216,000 of public money ;
and that qestion is, whether a. Minister of
the Crown was justified in introducing a
measure of this kind in a manner which,
whether intentionally or not, could only
tend to mislead the House. I say unhes-
itatingly that the information which the
Minister gave the House was not merely
not so full as it should have been, but that
it altogether disguised facts of the most
essential description, and led the House
to believe that this was a Bifl to authorise
the construction of a line which had not
alre-itdy been commenced. And I venture to
say that it was a surprise to hon. members
on both sides of the House to discover, as
they have discovered or will very shortly
discover, that instead of this railway
not having yet been constructed, it has
slready been under way for something
like three months at the very least, and
probably for a longer period. I contend
it will be the dutyv of the House to decide
whether, when a, Minister of the Crown
unintentionally or not misleads the House
on an important point, it is not the duity

of the Premier to take notice of the
action of his colleague, and to disavow
that action if necessary; and also whether
it is not the duty of the House to express
in some emphatic manner what it
thinks of the action of a Minister
of the Crown who brings forward a
Bill of this kind, and supports it
with information that does not disclose
what the House has a right to know.
Then there is the fact that a private
member of this House, conversant as we
are entitled to suppose with all the facts,
should have supported the Minister in
bringing the Bill forward, andl that he
also joined in what I can only term a
conspiracy of silence in regad to the
essential facts of this. Bill. We have the
farther fact that another Minister of the
Crown, the Minister for Mines (Hon. H.
Gregory), also supported his colleague
together with the member for the South-
West Mining District: and we have these
three members describing this Bill to the
House in a manner that could not but
mislead members, and but for the action
of the member for West Perth (Mr.
Moran) in calling attention to the subject,
migh~t possibly have resulted in the Bill
passing the second reading without any
discussion. Because on the face of it the
Bill is an innocent-looking piece of legis-
lation, and as described hy the Minister
in charge of the measure it might be
thought there was a, large amount of
justification for passing the Second reading
without debate. I do not wish to weary
hon. members, hut it will he necessary for
me to deal with the whole history of this
Collie-Boulder extension. It Would not
have been necessary for me to do so had
the Minister in charge of the Bill done
his duty in the matter, and laid before
the House the full facts of the case as
disclosed in the official file. This question
of constructing the Collie-Boulder railway
first took a&definite shape at the beginning
of 1901. I find that on the 6th February,
as th e resulIt of a deputation which waited
on the then remnier, Sir John Forrest, he
wrote a minute for presentation to the
Cabinet, in which he stated that a depu-
tation had waited onk him fromn the Collie,
and also from Bunbury, with reference
to an extension of the Collie railway
from the present terminus near the
Proprietary mine at the Collie to a
point about five miles farther in a

[ASSENfBLY,] S. cond reading.
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south-easterly direction to the Collie-
Boulder mine. It was pointed out to
Sir John Forrest that the work would
cost about £10,000--not £16,000 as set
forth in this Bill-and it was desired
that the Government should give an
undertaking as to the construction of the
railway. It was not desired that any
money should at that time be spent on the
railway until the Goverarecut were
satified. that the Collie-Boulder Company
had £4-0,000 available for the develop.
ment of the mines on their leases. It
was also statted by the deputation, accord-
ing to the minute, that the company
would inform the Government when the
money was available, and would be
prepared to make a substantial deposit
as evidence of their bona fides to open
their coal-mnines before they would
require the Government to expend any
money on the proposed railway extension.
Then Sir John Forrest suggested that a
deposit of £5,000 should be made by the
company with the Government, to be
forfeited in the event of the £40,000 not
being expended on the company's pro-
perty. Sir John Forrest pointed out in
his minute that the company desired the
Government to communicate to thein
their willingness to construct the railway
as soon as the Government were satisfied
that the £40,000 was available, and bad
received the deposit as evidonce of the
bona fides of the company; and Sir John
Forrest ended his minute by stating that
he thought the request of the company
should be granted. It will he within the
recollection of hon. members that shortly
after that date, 6th February, 1901, Sir
John Forrest relinquished the Premiersh ip
and his place was taken by the member
for Northam, who formed what was
known as the Throssell Government.
The matter came before the new Premier
and his Cabinet, and Mr. Throssell also
wrote a mninute in regard to it. In this
minute he states:

Ministers are of opinion that the best in-
terests of the country will be served by acced-
ing to the request as stated by the late
Premier, and on the conditions named; that
on the deposit of £5,000 and proof that the
company have S40,000 for expenditure, the
Government will undertake to advise Parlia-
ment to extend the line as required.
That is the promise, so far as a promise
has been given by previous Governments,
merely that the Government would

undertake to advise Parliament; and
this, I submit, was -what was in the
minds of most members of this House
when the. present Bill was brought for-
ward by the Ministers for Railways, the
impression being that a sort of promise
having been given, the Government were
bringing in a Bill for the sanction of this
line, and that if the Bill were passed the
work of building the line would be unider-
taken. The former Premier (Mr. Thros-
sell) wrote a farther minute on the
subject dated the 1st April, 1901, in
which he said-

The Collie-Boulder Company request that
the railway should be started immediately
upon evidence being established that they
have £40,000 available for the development of
their property and have made the stipulated
deposit of 45,000. They also request that
when £35,000 has been spent on development,
the deposit of £95,000 shall be returned. I
consider both requests are reasonable.

THE PREMIER (Ron. Walter James):
He considered the request for immediate
construction was reasonable.

Ma. NANSON:. That is the minute
which the then Premier wrote for the
guidance of Cabinet, and the matter
came before the Cabinet on that or the
following day, becauose on the 2nd April
Mr. Throssell wrote another minute in
which he stated-

Ministers are of opinion that, while in
favour of the application, the consent of Par-
liament, which will meet in a few months,
should be obtained to the extension.
It was stated in this House by the
Minister for Mines the other day that a
definite agreement had been entered into
by the Forrest Government to build this
railway. The Minister, probably unin-
tentionally, was undoubtedly misleading
the House on that point, because we find
from the minutes I have read that Sir
John Forrest merely handed the subject
on to the new Government with his
recommendation attached. We find it
was considered by the Throssell Govern-
ment in Cabinet, and that they decided,
very properly I think, that the matter
should be brought before Parliament,
and if the consent of Parliament could
be obtained the line should be built.
That was how the matter stood when the
Leake Government assumed power. I
would particularly direct attention to tbe
fact that the member for the South-West
Mining District, when supporting the
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second reading, said the Forrest Govern-
ment had promised that the extension
should be iade in the event of the
Collie-Boulder Syndicate getting suffi-
cient capital to open out the seams of
coal on their propert 'y. I would ask
whether that statement is borne out by the
evidence disclosed on the file in; the
minutes I have read; and, as I have
stated, we find the Minister for Mines
also leading the House to believe that a
similar promise had been made. On the
same occasion the Minister for Mines
stated that negotiations were entered into
with the Forrest Government, and that
an absolute agreement was made by the
Forrest Government with the attorneys
of the company that, if a certain amount
of capital were spent by the company, the
Government would construct the line.
There again you have an absolute state-
ment made which, there can be no ques-
tion whatever, absolutely misled this
House. Instead of what the hon. member
calls an absolute agreement having been
entered into by the Forrest Government
or by the Throssell Government, that
absolute agreement was entered into by
the Leake Government, though I think
the Colonial Secretary was acting-Premier
at the time. At the time when the
Minis9ter for Mines was supporting this
measure on the second reading, he pointed
out that the Government could do nothing
without parliamentary sanction; yet the
very Government to which he belongs, or
to which be belonged at the time in ques-
tion, did not think it necessary to obtain
parliamentary sanction in order to get
this line built! Surely' , it being thle
ease that this line is already being built,
or in a fair way of being built -- it is
nearly completed at the present time-
the Bill brought into the Rouse should
not have been for the construction of that
railway, but for the purchase of the rail-
way; or, if the Government thought fit
to introduce the measure in the form of a
Bill for constructing the railway, surely it
was the duty of the Minister for Rail-
ways to fully inform the House of the
circinstances, and equally the duty oif
the Minister for Mines, when he saw that
his colleague did not give the information
and that the House was asking for in-
formation, to supply the deficiency in the
statement made by his colleague. It is
impossible, in dealing with this matter,

not to deal with another aspect of
it, and that is the portion relating
to the Collie-Cardiff leases, in which,
as I indicated last week in this House,
the member for the South-West Minfing
District (Mr. Ewing) has, I understand,
a personal interest. I may mention that
the Collie-Cardiff leases immediately
adjoin the Collie-Boulder leases. The
northern boundary of the Collie-Cardiff
leases adjoins the Collie-Boulder leases,
and we find that in prospect of this rail-
way being constructed to the Collie-
Boulder leases these Collie-Cardiff leases
have for a very long time past enjoyed
from the mining department exemption
from the labour conditions. As far back
as September. 1900, the Collie-Cardiff
leases were, on the application of the
member for the South-West Mining
District, placed under exemption. I find
that on the 7th March, 1901, the Under-
Secr.otary for Mines wrote to the hon.
member, who was not at that time a,
member of this Rouse-it is fair to men-
tion that point-in reply to an applica-
tion for farther exemption, stating that
the application had been approved of,
and expressing a hope that during the
continuance of the license he would take
active steps to obtain railway communi-
cation with his properties. I must give
the hon. member a certain amount of
credit. I amn perfectly willin'g to admit
that he took active steps, not only to
obtain the railway to the Collie-Boulder
property, but also to obtain the railway
to his own leases, the Collie-Cardiff leases.

Mn. EWIvNG: Not my own leases. Be
fair.

MR. NANSONi: The leases which
figure in the correspondence as his leases,
or leases in which, I take it, the hon.
member does not deny he is directly or
indirectly interested. The gravamen of
the charge against the hon. member is
not that he has not taken active steps to
insure the extension of the line in that
direction, but that he has taken too
active steps, and that he has gone farther
than one is justified in doing in his
position as a member of this Rlouse in
advancing private interests in regard to
matters in which personally he has a
very important concern. We find that
on the 20th April, 1901, the hon. member,
who then, as I have already pointed out,
had not been elected to this House, wrote
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again to the 'Under Secretary for Mines
that lie had spent upwards of £400 on
the Collie-Cardiff property, and thereby
had proved it thoroughly. He also
stated that he had entered into an agree-
ment with Mr. Bernard Parker under
which £210,000 would be made available
to work the property, and he therefore
asked that exemrption should be granted
for another period of six months. At the
same date Mr. Bernard Parker, who at
this time happened to be in Western
Australia and in Perth, also wrote to the
Minister for Mines stating that he had

spent £400 on this property. Whether
Te hon. member spent the £400, or
whether Mr. Bernard Parker spent it,
perhaps is not a very material ciream-
stance. Perhaps they both spent £400
independently. That is a possibility.
At anay rate, Mr. Parker supported the
hon. member's request for farther esem p
tion, andl in due course that exemption
was granted. I think on the 22nd
April; six months farther exemption was
granted. We then come in the history
of this case to the 12th July, 1901. The
hon. member, who had at that time been
elected a member of this House, wrote
to the Minister for Railways recom-
mending the Collie-Boulder extension,
and stating that the line was estimated
to cost £10,000. He also added some
words stating his position in regard to
the property. His words are these :

M~y position is this: I am the representative
of the Colle Coal Trust Company, owning a
property adjoining the Collie-Boulder Corn-
peny, which has been proved to contain large
aud valuable seams of coal. of a good quality
and easily worked, The company I represent
is already formed, and has the necessary
money to commence work as soon as the rail-
way extension is carried out. My company is
now prepared to put up a deposit of £6,000 &a
a guarantee of good faith, to be refunded as
arced upon.

I do not know as a certainty whether
that £5,000 has ever been put up. I
can find no evidence on the file to that
effect. The hon. member received a reply
stating that the Government would re-
commend the extension to Parliament;
not that they would build the line, not
that they would build it to the Collie-
Cardiff leases instead of the Collie-
Boulder leases, but merely following the
good example of the Throssell Govern-
ment, that they would recommend Parlia-

meat to autho rise the extension. The
next importan t date is the 12th September
of the same year. We find that on this
date the £10,000 mentioned in the letter
of the 12th July had not materialised,
because we find the hon. member writing
to the -Mines Department and asking for
still farther exemption for six months, and
stating that he hoped within th ree mnonths
to have all the necessary capital to
properly develop the property, and that
he also hoped to see the railway well
under way. How he was to get the
railway wtill under way if the Govern-
ment were going to ask Parliament to
agree to the extension, I am not aware.
He farther added:-

I have Already the assurance that the exten -
sion of the railway to this property will be
placed before Parliament for consideration.
If, therefore, it was to be placed before
Parliament for consideration, how did
the hon. member suppose that the line
would be well under way within three
mnonthsP However, that is an incident
of the matter. The application of the
hon. mnember for exemption was approved
in respect of three months. He was
given three months' absolute exemption
from labour conditions, and for the other
three months it was provided that the
labou'r conditions were to be fixed by the
Minister; but I cannot find, on looking
through the files of the Mines Depart-
ment, that anky labour conditions were
fixed. It would appear, as far as the file
affords any indication, that the hon.
member got a farther exemption of six
months without any labour conditions of
any kind being attached. It was in
anticipation that this railway would be
authorised by the Government, and that
then a value would be given to the mine
and the property, and I suppose then he
thought he would be able to deal with it
advantageously, as a value would have
been given it by expenditure of public
money upon it. We come to the follow-

ing year, that is the present year. I find
that on the 22nd February, 1902, the
£C10,000 capital to which the bon. mem-
ber had alluded some six months
previously had still not materialised,
because on that date the bon. mem-
ber applied again for exemption for
another six months. However, matters
were moving apparently, because he
states he is daily expecting a cable
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informing him that the necessary funds
for woring the lease had been provided.
But we had already been told some six
monthx previously that X10,000 bad been
provided for working capital, yet we find
that £10,000 is not provided, and that hie
is still expecting a cablegram. Notwith-
standing that some doubt bad by this
time surely been cast upon the boa fides
of this company in London which was
reputed to own the Collie-Cardiff leases,
the hon. member's application for farther
exemption was approved. Again on the
11th March, 1902, the lion, member was
in farther correspondence with the
Minister for Railways upon the subject,
and at last, in this letter of the 11th
March, 1902, we get something in the
nature of a definite offer on behalf, I
presume, of the Collie Coal Trust Com-
pany. Writing to the Minister on that
date the hon. member states that he has
received a cablegram that the Collie Coal
Trust Company have provided £20,000
as working capital. They were making
up for the delays. At first they only
aid they would get £10,000, but now we
were told they were getting £20,000- as
working capita], and that this sum would
be immediately available if the Govern-
ment would guarantee to complete the
railway to the property. It was also
stated in this letter that the company
were prepared to deposit. £5,000 as a
guarantee of their boa fides, and he
would be glad if the Minister would
place the matter before Cabinet and give
him a definite reply, whether the Gov-
ernment would guarantee the construc-
tion of the railway. That is how the
matter stood on the 11th March this
year. The following day the acting-
Premier, who is Colonial Secretary at the
present time, wrote to the member for the
South-West Mining District a letter in
which he stated that the Govern ment had
decided that the railway should be
extended as indicated by the hon. mem-
ber, provided the companies interested
put up satisfactory guarantees, accom-
panied by substantial deposits, that the
amount of their working capital was to
be spent in developmento work on their
mnines, such deposits to be forfeited in
the event of failure to comply with this
condition. " Subject of guarantees and
deposit," he added, " can he con-
sidered subsequently, and details in

regard to the amounts necessary, etc.,
be arranged by conference." I am
unable to find that any deposit was
subsequently put up, or that any terms
of any sort were arranged. At any rate,
there is no record of them on the files.
We find, on the 27th March, Messrs.
Parker and Parker, who it seems are
attorneys for the Collie Coal Trust Com-
pany in Western Australia, also writing
to the Minister in regard to this railway,
and they point out that the purchaser--
that is the Collie Coal Trust Company
- regarded the railway extension as
essential to the value of the property,
and therefore could not be expected
to complete the purchase until the
railway had been commenced. It will
he in the recollection oif hon. mem-
bers that the agreement to which I
referred last week in the House was
merely an agreement to purchase; and
that one essential condition of that pur-
chase was that a railway should be made
to the Collie-Cardiff leases. And we find
Messrs. Parker and Parker pointing out
that the whole value of this property, or
at any rate the value of it as a going
concern, depended on that railway being
constructed; and that is an important
point, because it shows that the member
for the South-West Mining District had
a very substantial interest in getting the
line extended to the Collie-Cardiff leases.
In the first place, he is the vendor, or is
described as the vendor in that agree-
ment; and even if he be able to show the
House that he had no personal interest in
the property as an owner, yet that agree-
ment discloses the fact that the money
previously spent on developing the prop-
erty was to be refunded to hint or to the
persons engaged by him, by the Collie
Coal Trust Company, as soon as the rail-
way had been built to the leases. And it
farther discloses another important fact:
that on completion of the purchase of
the railway -a purchase contingent upon
making a line to the property-the bon.
member was to be appointed general
manager of the company at a salary of
some hundreds a year. The amount is
not mentioned in the original agreement;
and I do not intend to mention the exact
sums, because I understand the hon. mem-
ber considers that would be encroaching
on the privacy which should enshroud
this agreement. That is not my own
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View. [MR. EWING: You are welcome to
mention it.] I fancy the hon. member
would act more wisely if he made no
objection at all to having that agree-
ment produced in full; but personally
I am satisfied with the extracts pub-
lished. They point conclusively to the
fact that the hon. member bh a direct
personal interest in getting the railway
extended to those leases ; that if the
railway were extended he was to receive a
permanent position as general manager
of the mine; and that if the railway were
not extended the pu rchase went absolutely
",off ": there was no.£5,000 to be paid in
cash, no 20,000 fully paid up shares, and
no position as general manager of the
company to be given to the hon. member.
On the 5th April of this year, a letter
appears on the files from Mr. Walkeden,
general manager of the Collie-Boulder
Company, who writes to the Minister for
Railways pointing out that his company
had fulfilled the conditions, and asking
that the extenasion be immediately under-
taken. He refers also to certain drawings
of the proposed line, which drawings, I
uniderstand from his letter, had been
handed to the Government at a very early
stage of these proceedings, I think when
Sir John Forrest was in power. Now
these drawings, it is important to hear in
mind, did not contemplate say extension
to the Collie-Cardiff leases. The drawings,
I believe, constitute Public Works Depart-
ment Plan 91/30; and reference to that
plan will show that the railway as
originally prq~jected did not go beyond the
Collie-Boulder leases. The Collie-Cardiff
leases, in which the hon. member (Mr.
Ewing) is SO Much interested, had not then
apparently come into the scheme at all.
Mr. Walkeden concludes his letter by sug-
gesting that the company should con-
struct the line at schedule rates, provided
the Government would agree to take over
and operate the completed work, and pay,
for it. On the 18th April, in consequence
of this letter from Mr. Walkeden, we
find a minute by the late Premier, Mr.
Leake, stating that the company had
expressed its willingness to construct the
line under Government supervision-we
shall find later that there was no Govern-
ment supervision for a period of at least
three months-under Government super-
vision and direction, and in every respect
as if the company were a contractor.

On the 14th May, Messrs. Stone and
Burt, who were acting for the Collie-
Boulder comnpany, forwarded to the
Minister for Railways at draft agree-
ment on the terms discussed between
Mr. Leake and Mr. Walked en. That
agreement was, I suppose, considered
'by Cabinet. At any rate, we find that a
month later, on the 13th June, an agree-
menit was entered into between the Minis-
ter for Railways and the Collie-Boulder
company, providing for the construction
of the line by the company at its own
expense, and also that the Government
would introduce a Bill during the next-
that is the present -session of Parlia-
ment, authorising the purchase of the line
at schedule rates approved by the Com-
missioner of Railways. Now there is an
important feature in this agreement, to
which I must direct hon. members' attent
tion. I may first state that clause 9 of
the agreement p)rovides, and I consider
provides very properly, that nothing in
the agreement shall be deemed to bind
the Commissioner to purchase without the
sanction of Parliament. That, in fair-
ness to hon. members opposite, I should
not omit to mention. But the point to
which T wish to) draw attention in this
agreement is that in the typewritten
portion of the draft, which appears on
the files, there is absolutely no mention
of an extens~ion to the Collie-Cardiff
leases. But we find that certain words
have been written in ink upon that agree-
ment. The words are these: "1The ter-
min al point of the said extension shall be
at least ten; chains within the Collie-
Cardiff leases." Now I take it the House

~will require amexplanation which does
not appear on the files, so far as I have
been Ale to go through them, why it was
decided to extend the railway into the
Collie-Cardiff leases, when originally it
had been intended that it was not to go
beyond the Collie-Boulder leases. We
can understand that the, extension might
have been agreed to if ' the original offer
of the member for the South-WestMnn
District had been carried out, namely to
deposit £25,000) as a guarantee of good
faith, as a guarantee that the working capi-
tal would be provided by this company.

Tins PREMIER: Mr. Walkeden's agr-ee-
ments were not carried out, either.

Mn&. NANSON: That makes the case
only the worse.

Oollie-Boulder Bill. [9 ScrrEbmpm, 1902.]
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THE PREMIER: You are suggesting
that what was obligatory on the Collie-
Cardiff was not obligatory on the Collie-
Boulder.

MRt. NANSON: It is news to me to
learn that the Collie-Boulder company
has not deposited any guarantee with the
Government, or has not found anv
capital. I certainly gathered from th~e
speech of the Minister for Mines and
from that of the member for the South-
West Mining District that the capital had
been provided. I paid the Minister for
Mines and the hon. member (Mr. Ewing)
the compliment of believing that what
they stated in this House with regard to
the Collie-Boulder company was correct.
They certainly gave the House to under-
stand that the Collie-Boulder Company
had fulfilled all the conditions, and hail
provided the working capital; and I be-
lieve it will be found on reference to the
report of the debate that it was stated
the company had spent a considerable
amount of money in developing their
property. But the difference between the
Collie-Boulder, assuming the statements
of those hon. members to be correct, and
the Collie-Cardiff, is that in the one case
a large sum of money had been spent or
provided, and in the other case, although
we can find plenty of promises to provide
money, up to the present time absolutely
no money has mnaterialised. And so short
of money, apparently, is this coal trust
company, that it has not even been able
to keep to the terms of its agreement with
the member for the South-West Muning
District, and to provide the small sum of
money necessary to cornply with the
labour conditions. Why, this coal trust
company was for some time apparently
unable to pay even the rates on the prop-
erty; and it was only after a certain
delay, and -after it had incurred a fine of
£15, I think, that it came up and paid
£150 due for arrears of rates, thus I
suppose preventing the property from
lapsing altogether. What I contend the
House has a right to ask -and I take it
the Premier will answer the question, or
will at least disavow the action of his
colleagues-is, why did not the Minister
for Railways tell us that this Bill was
not merely a, Bill to carry a railway to
the Collie-Boulder leases, but that it
was intended to go farther, to the
Ujollie-Oardiff leases ? Why did not the

member for the South-West Mining
District, in his enthusiasm for the coal-
mining industry at the Collie, tell us
that the railway was going to the leases
in which he had a ver Iy personal interest ?
Surely it would have been a wiser course
for the hon. member to pursue, and
would have placed him in a better posi-
dion before this House and before the
public, if he had candidly and frankly
stated to hon. members that this was a
line that he could not personally advo-
cate, because he happened to be interested
in it, but that he believed it to be a good
line; and then he could have explained
how he happened to be interested in the
matter. I venture to state, if he had
given a blunt explanation of that kind.
no one in this House would have accused
him of having abused his position as a
member of Parliament by endeavouring
to get the line extended from the Collie-
Boulder to the Collie-Cardiff leases. He
cannot say he stated all the facts, because
his speech is on record in Hansard; and
we find that instead of stating all the
facts, he stated facts that, without the
other material facts, could only tend to
mislead the House and to give us a
Wrong idea of what was intended to be
dlone.

MR. Dxntorjn: How long is this
extension from one lease to the other?

MR. NANSON: About one mile. Not
a very long distance; but it means a very
great deal to the hon. member (Mr.
Ewing). It enables him to sell his
property.

Ma. Dmx ONr: You said a little while
ago "tlen chains."

MR. NANSON: No. It is only ten
chains from the Collie-Cardiff boundary.
It was never originally intended to bring
the extension up to the immediate
boundary of the Collie-Cardiff leases;
but owing to representations made by
someone or other, the Government decided
to run the line a farther distance of a
mile, to within ten chains of the Collie-
Cardiff leases.

MR. EWING: Do you make that state-
ment deliberately ?

MR. NANSON: I make the distance,
roughly, about a mile.

Ma. EWING: You have had plenty of
information supplied to you.

MR. NANSON: I have had plenty of
information from the files.
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MIR. EWING: Did you get any from
anywhere else;-'

MR, NAN SON:, It was extended about
a mile, roughly speaking. I do not
know the exact number of chains; but I
ask the House to believe, and hon. mem-
bers can satisfy themselves, that the
extension measures roughly about a
mile. But, as I say, that extension meant
a. very great cleal to the hon. member;
because it enabled him to get those Collie-
Cardiff leases off his bands. Until that
extension was made into the Collie-
Cardiff property, he could not sell. I
have already qnotedl from the letter of
Messrs. Parker and Parker, in which
they distinctly inform the Minister for
Railways that unless the railway were
extended into those leases, it would not
be worth while for the Collie Coal Trust
Company to purchase from the mewmher
for the South-West lMing District.
And therefore? if the company did not
purchase, the hon. member would not
receive his £5,000, or those interested
with him would not receive it; he would
not receive his 20,000 fuilly paid-up
shares, and would not get the position of
general manager of the Collie-Cardiff
leases,

Tian Paxxixa: Are these charges
against the hon. member?

Ma. NANSON: Partly against the
bon. member, and partly against those
two mnembers. of the Government who
have, intentionally or unintentionally-
it is difficult to believe it could be done
unintentionally-omitted to place the
full facts before the House.

MR. EWING: What are the charges
against me?

MR. NANSON:- The charges. against
you can no doubt be formulated in
express terms at a later period, if
necessaryv; but the general oh urge I
bring against the hon. member is that he
had a very direct person1al interest in this
matter, and that as a member of Parlia-
ment he should have stayed his hand to
a considerable extent, and should not
have endeavoured, as I believe he did
endeavour, to get this line extended to
the Collie-Cardiff leases.

THE COLONIAL SECRETAY: No. He
did not.

Ma. NA NSON: Of course, it is open
to the bon. member to deny that; but I
have rea t letter to the Minister for

Railways, in which the lion, member
rakes a distinct, offer, with a view of
getting the railway extended. Now the
hon. member assents to that statement;
but only a minute ago the Colonial
Secretary stated that the bon. member
had never endeavoured. to get it extended
to those leases. Which of the two are
we to believe-the Colonial Secretary or
the member for the South-West Mining
District P Tt is scarcely likely that the
Government would extend the railwav
unless someone asked them to do it; and
I submit it is a very significant if not a
suspicious circumstance that the railway
should have been extended when there
were hanging on that extension issues so
important to the hon. member.

MR. MORAN: Was the hon. member
(Mr. Ewing) present when that agree-
ment with Mr. Burt was mnade or signed?

Ma. NANSON: I have referred simply
to statements appeariug in the file; but
an alleg4ation has been made to me per-
sonally, and can be inquired into later if
necessary before a select committee, that
the honL. member (Mr. Ewing) was
present during the period of negotiations
with the Government, that is during the
negotiations between the Government and
the Collie-Boulder Company; that he
was present on one occasion at least.

MR. EWING: Who gave you that
information P

MR. MORAN .It is on the file, I think.
Ma. EWING: No; it is not.
MR. 'NANSON:- It is alleged that the

bon. member forced under the notice of
the Government his claim for the railway
to be taken into his leases, and that he
was present at least in one interview.

Tanu COLONIAL SECRETARY:' Where
does that occur ?

Ma. NANSON:. It does not appear
on the file.

TaE C)OLONIA.L SECRETARY: Who
makes that allegatione

MR. NAIISON:. That allegation will
have to be the subject of inquiry before
a select committee. It is an allegation
that should be inquired into, and in the
interests of the hon. member must be
inquired into.

Tm COLONIAL SECRETARY: On whose
authority is it made?

Mn. NANSON:, I do not at present
intend to give the authority, because the
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matter is one to be inquired into before a.
select committee.

Tar COLONIAL SECRVETARY:I I think
the lion. member should give it, when he
makes an allegation of that sort.

.Ma. NANSON: It is alleged that at
the last interview between Mr. Burt and
(I take it) the then Minister for Railways
(Ron. W. Kingamill) the member for
South-West Mining District was actually
present. Does the hon. member deny
thatP

Mn. EWINGa I do not deny that.
MR. NANSON: Mr. Burt was pro-

seat; the Colonial Secretary was present;
the member for the South-West Mining
District was present, as he says; and I
-understand two out of the four who were
present do not deny it. We may assume,
therefore, that as these two members do
not deny it, Mr. Burt will not deny it,
and that Mr. Walkeden, if present, will
not deny it.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: But who
made the allegation that the hen. member
asked for this extension to the Collie-
Cardiff leases ?

MR, NANSON: I have said I am not
going into the question as to what was
done at the interview. I prefer that
evidence should be taken before a select
committee as to what did transpire.

Twxf- CotosrAL SECRETARY: Then you
will not give your authority ?

Mn. NANSON: I am perfectly ready
to furnish the authority when inquiry is
held. The statement apparently is not
denied by the hon. member himself. In
regard to the Minister for Mines, it may
be said that he was not aware, when he
spoke on this Bill, that the railway was
to be extended to the Collie-Cardi ff leases.
In order that there may be no miscon-
ception, I wish to again quote from the
file to show that the hon. member was
perfectly cognisant of the fact that the
railway was to be extended to the Collie-
Cardiff leases. On the 13th June last
the Minister for Mines began to get
restive in regard to the long exemption
which had been granted to the Collie-
Cardiff leases, an in a minute to the
lUnder Secretary he expressed the opinion
that development work should be pro-
secuted, as the railway was being con-
structed to the property. " and unless
some development is done at once the
railway will be of but little use." This

minute is of importance as showing that
the Minister for Mines was aware of the
ageement; and on the 26th Akugust he
supported in this Rouse the proposed
extension, which in his minute he had
said would be of little or no use unless
development work was undertaken. We
find that at present the only amount
expended was in testing the ground some
months or years before, and no develop-
ment work has been done on the leases ;
yet notwithstanding this fact, the con-
struction of the line -was proceeded with.
On July let, the Minister for Mines
began again to get uneasy, because he
wrote a farther minute to the Under
Secretary stating that action should be
taken in regard to these leases, as the
work of constructing the railway was
now in hand. This minute also is of
importance, as it furnishes corrobora.
tive evidence that the Minister was aware
of the fact, when he addressed the
House on this Bill, that the Collie-
Boulder railway extension was, really
a Collie-Cardiff extension. On the 17th
July the Minister, who hkad become fully
awakened to the fact that no development
work was being done, wrote again to the
Under Secretary stating that protection
had been granted to these leases too long,
and that complaints were being made.
It is encouraging to find that, after some-
thing like two years' exemption, the
Minister began to get uneasy, and
thought that perhaps too much grace
had been given. In consequence of that
minute, the Uinder Secretary wrote to the
member for the South-West Mining
District, again tolling him. that he must
employ six men on the leases. That
brought a reply from the hon. member,
to the effect that the Collie Coal Trust-
this trust which was said to have.£20,000
available for development-had not com-
plied with the agreement; and he asked
that the leases should be farther pro-
tected from forfeiture, as he intended to
take proceedings. The Minister gave
seven days' farther protection, to enable
the hon. member to cable to London. On
the 23rd August, in reply to a letter from
the bon. member (Mr. Ewing), the Under
Secretary stated that the hon. memnber
should have applied for renewal of
exemption, and that to the end of August
no labour need be employed on these
leases. So the depairtment was actually
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advising the lion, member to apply for a
farther period of exemption. We find he
did so apply, and on the 26th Aungust his
application was granted. Meanwhile the
construction of the railway was going on.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: Will YOU
not give the special reasonsP

MR. NANSON: I take it the lion.
member intended to sue the company.
The letter gives the bon. member an
opportunity oif obtaining exemption for a
farther period. I have not got the letter
in my notes, or I would read it. We
know how long legal proceedings may
be drawn out, and this meant that
exemption would be prolonged indefi-
nitely. WhyF So that Government
money might be spent to give at value
to these leases which they otherwise
would not have; that unless the line!
were made to the Collie-Cardiff leases,
the hon. member could not dispose of
these leases. I thought I was rather
forbearing to the Minister for Mines when
I did not mention that faoct. It shows
how the Mines Department was willing
to do everything to sramn the power of
the law to its utmost limits, in order to
enable the hon. member to hold on to
these leases Until the railway bad been
built, and so onable tinm to get his £6,000
cash, his £20,000 in fully paid-uip shares,
and his position as general manager of
the company. It was in the early portion
of the files I read from, that the then
Premier (Mr. Leake) stated the line was
to be constructed under Government
supervision; and it is therefore somewhat
surprising that on the 28th August last
the Engineer-in-Uhief wrote to the Under
Secretary, pointing out that the actual
work of building the railway bad been in
hand for probably three months. When
the Minister was explaining this Bill to
the House on the second reading, why
did he not inform us that the line had
been in process of construction for about
three months prior to that date? The
Engineer-in-Chief pointed out in his letter,
of the 28th August: -

I do not know exactly what has been done,
and how far it would be useful for the Govern-
wnent to now actually supervise the construc-
tion of the line: but I would draw your
attention to the fact that if, as I suppose will
be the case, in due course the hon. the Minister
is called on to certify to the fitness of the line
for traffic, it is certainly advisable that it should
be constructed under sulpervision, and the

more so if it is intended to purchase the line
later on.
The Minister for Railways replied to the
letter in a minute stating that Govern-
ment supervision must be at onces ar-
ranged for, and he added it was his
impression that Government supervision
had been provided for all along. We
have heard a good deal of the brilliant
success which the member for G-uildford
(Hon. C. H. Bason) has attained as an
administrator in the Works Department;
but here it is somewhat surprising to find
that when the late Premier had expressly
Stipulated that this line was to be con-
structed under Government supervision,
it was begun, continued, and carried on
for something like three months without
anyone in the department apparently
being aware of the fact. This shows that
theMinister who presides over the Works
Department takes a great deal for granted
in his administration. There is another
instance, On the 7th August last we
find an. official, designated as Assistant
Superintendent of Public Works, for-
warding a copy of this Bill to the Under
Secretary for Works, and remarking that
in the line was added an extension
to the Collie Proprietary mine, which bad
never been author-ised by legislation.
It would appear that some considerable
time back an extension of the Collie
railway was made to the Proprietary mine,
on the understanding that the cost of that
extension was to be paid for by the Collie
Proprietary Company in coal given to
the Government. Afterwards, as often
happens in arrangements of that kind,
the company tried to get out of its bar-
gain, and it was pointed out that as such
railway was a portion of the trunk line to
all irjtents and purposes, it was Dot fair
to charge the Collie Proprietary with it,
and that it should be debited to the ordi-
nary loan applied to the construction of
railways.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Addi-
tions and improvemtents to open lines.

ME. NANSON -Additions and improve-
mnents to open lines. That may or may
not have been a wise arrangement. I do
not wish to go into that point at present,
but what I wish to again draw the atten-
tion of members to is that on this point
also the Minister for Railways was abso-
lutely silent. He quite omitted to tell the
House that the railway was not merely
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an extension to Collie-Boulder but also
to give parliamentary authorisation to an
extension for the benefit of the Collie
Proprietary Company. Surely that is a
material fact which should have been
stated.

MR. Moan!: Same to the Wailsend,
also. Three of them.

MR. NANSON: Tb at exhausts the
information I have been able to get from
the files, and I think the members of the
Ministry will not dispute that the extracts
I have given from these files are abso-
lutely accurate and give a fair history of
this ease. Wherever an allegation made
is not on the files I have mentioned the
fact, so that members may not be misled.
An allegation has been made outside
that the Oollie.Boulder line has been
extended to the Collie-Cardiff leases
directly against the wish of the Collie-
Boulder Company.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Where
did you get that information ?

Ma. NANSON: That is a matter, as I
have already pointed out, which is to be
inquired into by a select committee. It
is made by a person who holds a position
on the Collie-Boulder.

THE PREMIER: Is that Mr.
WalkedenP

MR. NANSON: A. gentleman on the
managerial staff; he may be manager or
be may not. I do not know if the gentle-
man is manager, or if he is not. That
allegation is made, sand I mention it.
Hon. members opposite need notge
annoyed about it. [Interjection gbyl
COLONIAL SECRETARY.] I am not here
to be catechised by the hon. member. I
have no objection to give the name, but I
am not going to be bluffed into giving
it. The thing can come out before the
select committee. No doubt witnesses
will be called, and if I happen to he on
the select committee I will see that the
persons who make any of the allegations
I have referred to shall be summoned
before that committee to substantiate what
they have said.

THE PREMIER:; Don't you think it is
a matter of fairness, if you make a charge
against a member of Parliament-

Ms.. NANSON: I am not making a
charge.

TaE PREME: You are talking about
a select committee. Ought you not to

mention a man's name, and not make
anonymous charges ?

ME. NANSON: I am not making a
charge against the hon. member on the
strength of what is told wep outside, but
on the strength of what is told me on
these ifies, and on the strengIth Of What is
contained in that agreement between the
Collie Coal Trust Company and the lhon.
member, and what is contained in that
agreement subsequently altered with re-
gard to the extension of the line in
relation to the Collie-Cardiff leases. A
point on which I should have liked some
information fromn the Government, after
having declared that they would exact
from the Collie Trust Company a cash
deposit of £5,000, is why the dep osit was
not put up. That is a point on which I
wish the hon. gentleman to give us some
information. As to the position of the hon.
member for the South-West Mining Dis-
trictI think itis not advisableat this stage
to make more serious allegations against
him than cannot possibly be avoided. I
cannot prevent it, if the facts I state bear
a serious construction. I think that the
hon. member and every member of the
House will agree with me it will be
advisable, beore this Bill goes into the
Committee stage, that it he referred
to a select committee, so that the hon.
member's connection with it may be sifted
through and through. And, as I sated
in the House last week, it is quite
possible, even probable, that the hon.
member may have an ample explanation
of the charges. But I do submit that a
prita fadie case has been made out for
the fullest investigation so far as he is
concerned ; and as far as I know the hon.
member I believe that he would be the
last person in the House to attempt to
oppose the appointment of a select com-
mittee. It is quite as much in his
interest, I take it, as in the interest of
the Hous as a whole. As regards the
conduct of the Minister, 1 look forward
with some curiosity to what defence will
be made of the action of the Minister for
Railways in introducing this Bill in a
form which I have already stated could
not but mislead hon. members. If the
Premier is prepared to indorse the
action of his colleagues, the Minister for
Railways and the Minister for Mines,
then we have to regard this question in a
purely political light. If on the other
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hand he was in ignorance, as most of the
members of the House were, of the actual
facts, then I think he is perfectly justified
in disavowing the action of his colleagues
and letting it be understood that he
personally has no part or parcel in it.
Bnt it is due to this House that he should
take one course or the other. It is due
to the House that when a Minister of tbe
Crown brings forward a Bill and moves
the second reading of it, he should supply
the House with the information that
will enable them to come to a right
conclusion. I submit, with all modera-
tion I hope, that in introducing this Bill
the Minister for Railways lamentably
failed in his duties, and that the Minister
for Mines by his speech aided and abetted
the hon. member. I amn not prepared
at this Stage to move that the Bill he
read this dlay six months. Personally,
I would like to see the Bill negatived on
the voices, so that the Government might
have had an opportunity of introducing
it in its proper form as a Bill for the
purchase of a railway instead of a Bill
for the construction of a new line. That
Seems to me a reasonable course. On the
other hand, we have to consider that if
we throw the BillL out altogether it will
be open to the Government perhaps not to
introducee it in any form at all, but simply
to let the matter drop. I do not wish
the matter to drop at this stage, but, as I
have already said, I wish it to be investi-
gated, and I think I have m~embers with
me. I should like to see it investigated
by a select committee of the House, and
it will he therefore for the House to
decide whether the better course is to
negative the Bill on the second read-
ing or allow it to go through the second
readinug and appoin t a Select corn m ittee to
deal with it before it reaches the Com-
mittee stage. I have endeavoured in
dealing with this matter not to embitter
the discussion;i I have tried not to speak
more strongly than I have considered the
circumstances of the case demanded; and
when I refrain from urging members
absolutely to reject the Bill, I think it is
evidence of moy intention and of my wish
to deal fairly with the matter and to deal
fairly with the Government in regard to
it. But I think the House should take
the present opportunity of affirmning in
the very strongest manner possible that
this method of introducing Bills without

affording the House sufficient informa-
tion should stop once and for all. A
small Bill is brought forward involving
not a very large expenditure of public
money, and it is quite possible that in a
thin House a measure of that kind might
pass throngh absolutely without any
proper sorb of inquiry. A much greater
principle is at stake in regard to that
matter than the actual question whether
the House is going to sanction the con-
struction of this small extension. The
extension to the Collie-Cardiff leases is,
as I have pointed out, only another mile,
and the whole line does not extend
more than six miles; but if it is
open to Ministers of the Crown to get
up in this House and to mislead members
by suppressing the essential facts of the
ease they are putting before the House,
we can only conclude that the days of
honest government in this country will
very shortly be past.

PERSONAL EXPLA.NATION.

MR. J. EWING (South-West Mining
District): Mr. Speaker,-I have already
spoken on this, but I desire your per-
mission to make a personal explanation.
Have I your permission?

THE SPEAKER: The hon. member must
confine himself to that, sad not make a
second-reading speech agaiin.

Mn. EWING:- If I go beyond my limit
I have no doubt you will correct me- In
connection with the speech I made on the
second reading of this Bill, I would lila
to explain perhaps that I was as much
astonished as the bon. member who has
just sat down (Mr. Nan son) at the brevity
of the speech by the Minister for Works
(Hon. C. H. Rason). "No doubt the
Minister thought this was a work which
would be received at once by Parliament
as a very necessary one, and therefore
that it was unnecessary to labour the
question at any great length. The mem-
ber for West Perth (Mr. Moran) rose in
his seat and objected to the meagre
information supplied. The Premier called
upon me to say something. I was quite
unprepared, and Said just what camne to
me at the moment. If I neglected to say
anything in connection with the Collie-

ICardiff leases, certainly it wvas not my
intention to in any way deceive this
House. I may Say it is well known, at

Iany rate now-and I admitted it on the
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floor of the Rouse last week-that I am
the attorney for the Collie-Cardiff leases.
I further admitted that I had an interest
in these leases. But in lookinig up the
Standing Orders I find that in Standing
Order 192 it is explained that a, member
is not debarred from speakinig on matters
in which he is personally interested, but
he is debarred from voting. I had no
intention whatever of voting upon this
matter. I had no intention then, and
I have no intention now. But con-
sidering the fact that I am the mem-
ber for this particular district, and
have a thorough knowledge of the
district from one end to a~nother, and a
desire at all times to conserve the interests
of my constituents, I thought it my
bounden duty then, and I think it my
bounden duity now, if I have the power to
do so, inside and ontside the House to
advocate the extension of this particular
railway line, whether it is going to benefit
me or whether it is not; provided always
that the extension of this line will be in
the very best interests of this State. The
member for the March ison (Mr. Nanson)
has placed me before the country in a
very unsatisfactory light. I know what I
should have done in such a. case myself.
I should have gone to the member, who-
ever he might be, whether a political
opponent or a political friend, and have
asked for the other side of the question.
In this particular instance, if on asking
for the other side of the question the hon.
member (Mr. Nanson) had found that I
was not able to give him a full and satis-
factory explanation of the situation, it
would have been his bounden duty as a
member of the House to inquire into the
question in relation to which he thought
there might be something wrong. The
matter has now been placed before the
country, and by the hon. member's action
I stand in a~very unfavourable and very un-
satisfactory light, a light which I am per-
fectly satisfied this House will say to-night
it is not just to place me in. I only com-
plain that the hon. mtumber did not go
about this particular question in a little
more gentlemanly manner than hie has
done. He has not given us the name of
the informant, the gentlewan who it is
said gave him the full information in
connection with the whole of this matter.
I would like to point out here that the
member for the Murchison stated thatI

he accidentally in the Mines Department
came acros certain files in which he
saw a, private agreement of mine with
a Mr. Bernard Parker, of London.
Well, that is an extraordinary statement;
and I wonder how the lion, member
accidentally came across this file. Make
no mistake, I will make him ashamed of
the position he has taken up, if he has
any manliness in himi at all. The hon.
member said he accidentally came across
the file. But information from an outside
source camne to him, and be was told to
look at the file. I challenge him to deny
that; and I challenge him to deny that
Mr. Walkeden, the general manager of
the Collie Coal Compatny, has given him.
the information from start to finish in
connection with this affair.

MaR. Ni~soxv; Have I a6 right to rise
to a point of order and accept the
challenge of the hon. member ?

Tan SnuAxi: No. I think that in
doing so the hon. member (Mr. Nanson)
would scarcely be making an explanation.
I uinderstand the hon, member addressing
the House (Mr. Ewing) is placed in a
very unfarourable position, after the
accusations wade aginst him.

MaR. E WING W Tell, I shall not ask
the hon. member as a, member of this
House, but as an English gentleman, to
tell rue whether or not Mr. WalIkeden
gave him that information. If the hon.
member denies that, then I am bound as
a member of this House to accept his
denial. I consider the position the hon.
member has taken up to be absolutely
unfair; and it was absolutely unfair
for him to place me before the
country in such an unsatisfactory light
-not by calling for the papers in
connection with the Collie-Cardiff leases.
I had no objection to those papers being
produced, nor have I any objection now.
The papers are before him; and, I say,
everything in the papers from start to
finish reflects the greatest credit on the
Mines Department, and shows no undue
advantage given to me as the attorney
for the people interested. I will explain
the whole of the facts in connection with
those exemptions; and I tell the hon.
member that duringy the whole of his
speech be has not, f rom the files placed
on the table and fully investigaoted by
him, substantiated one charge he has
wade against me. I think hon. members

(ASSE-MBLY.1 Personal Ezpl.rnation.
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will agree with that statement; and if,
alter the bon. member's serious charges,
after his speech and his going through
those files, any hon. member thinks
that the member for the Murchison
was justified in taking up his position,
then I do not think the majority of
members of this House will agree with
that opinion. I am perhaps somewhat
excited. I wish to speak as quietly as I
can in connection with the matter; but
I do not wish hon. members to think
that I sin afraid of the fullest inquiry.
[MnR. MoRtn: Hear hear. Wait your
time.] No. My time is now; on the
floor of this H~ouse; and I defy the
member for West Perth to impugn my
character with any degree of justice.

MR. MORAN: I never had a word to
say on your character. My objection to
this Bill is entirely political. I never
knew the hon. member was connected with
the Collie Coal Trust; andT. hope he will
not make such references to me.

MR. E WING:- I accept the lion, mem-
ber's explanation; but I understood him
to interject that an inquiry should be
made.

MR. MORAN: I say, for your own ad -
vantage it is necessary to have an inquiry.

MR. EWING: For my own advantage,
the floor of this House, where my character
has been impugned by the member for the
Murchison, is the place to vindicate my
character. It is not to be vindicated.
before any select committee, nor before
any, main who can be brought in from the
street. If I cannot make my case good
to-night, and if members do not believe
me, no select committee which can sit on
the case can avail. And when I show
hon. members the character of Mr. Wal-
keden, the general manager of the Collie-
Boulder Comnpany, I am satisfied they
will admit that his evidence before a
select committee would not be reliable.
Therefore, am I to place myself in the
hands of a select committee? No. I
will have the members of this Assembly
say whether I have acted rightly, justly,
and honourably. I may say those leases
were first acquired by Mr. Tuiford, of
Bunbury. He was the applicant for the
leases in 1900; a few months after
acquiring the property he died; and I
may say, as I ha-ve never denied, that I
bad at tbetime of his death an interest in
this property. Mr. Turford's widow and

the trustees of his estate chose to give
me, as will be seen from this document by
any hon. member who wishes to see it, a
full, irrevocable power of attorney to do
everything I desired in connection with
this valuable property. When I say it is
an irrevocable power of attorney, mem-
bers will be satisfied as to what that
means when I read one paragraph:

And the said John Ewing shall in his n-
controlled discretion as he may think fit deal
with this property as if he were the absolute
owner thereof.
I think, when a trust of that kind had
been placed in nmy hands by the widow of
my late friend, if I in any way fadled to
properly discharge that trust, then I
should certainly be condemned -by adi
mankind. I have in every possible way
endeavoured to carry out that trust, and
in doing so it has been my duty to pro-
tect, against everybody who might try to
interfere with them, the rights of the
beineficiares. I should like to say that
the power of attorney is signed some time
in February, 1901. before I became a
member of this House, and many months
before I became a member. I s~hould
like to point out that a deputationl waited
on Sir John Forrest, as has been ex-
plainedby the member for the Murchison;
and Sir Joh n Forrest told me personally,
I being a member of that deputation,
what I am about to relate. The hon.
member did not quote Sir John Forrest's
words: perhaps they are not in print;
but they are at any rate imprinted very
indelibly on my mnind. The facts are th at
after the full case in connection with the
Collie-Boulder Company had been placed
before Sir John Forrest, I told him from
may knowledge of the field and as
an experienced surveyor who had sur-
veyed the whole district, that there was a
portion at the other side of the Collie-
Boulder company's property of coal-
bearing lands into which the railway
would have to be extended. Sir John
Forrest asked mue what length of line
that would require. I said "Not more
than a mile or two." He said, '"Well
.Ewing, that is a very bad argument
indeed as far as the Collie coalfields are
concerned: it is a pity it, is not 10
miles. But I can assure you that when-
ever the bona fides of the people at the
other side of the Coffie-Boulder Company
are assured, the line will be built into
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those leases, and they will have all the
facilities they require ; and it is not the
policy of my Government, nor can it be
the policy of any Government. to in any
way cripple the development of this
industry." Shortly after, when there
had been a certain amount of pros-
pecting work done on this property, Mr.
Bernard Parker came to the Collie and
inspected a shaft put by me through a
seamn of coal 7 feet 4 inches in thickness,
which shaft had been sunk in connection
with other work. Mr. Parker was so
satisfied with what he saw that he made
the offers in this agreement that are now
well known to hon.inemnbers. Through the
action of the member for the Murchison,
my private business is known through
the length and breadth of this State. In
this agreement there is nothing which
has not been published, excepting
the salary I am supposed to receive
as managing director of the Collie-Cardiff
leases in the event of Mr. Parker, under
the terms of this agreement, acquiring
that property. For my part, I now
regret that the Minister for Mines did
not hand over the document and publish
it to the world. But what do the people
of Perth, or of Western Australia, care
about my private arrangements ? There
is only one clause in this agreemient
which it was at all necessary to publish,
and that was the clause upon which the
hon. member is hanging his hat, in
connection with the completion of the
purchase and the amount spent upon the
building of the railwa *y. Why did the
hon. member wanit the restP Simply-I
say it with great regret -to endeavour to
injure me, because he thinks that the
Government will suffer, because he will
be able to say that there is corruption
between the member for the South-West
Mining District and the Government.
That is the gravonen of the whole thing
-that there has been corruption between
me and the Minister; so that the hon.
member may weaken the position of the
Government. Hut he does not care
whom he sacrifices in so doing; lie does
not care if he sacrifices my private
character; he does not care if be injure
me in the eyes of my constituents. That
is nothing to him. I have no doubt the
bon. member will regret that be has
done me an injury; but that does not
count so long as he can make the public

*think that Ministers have done something
unjust, because I happen to be sitting

Idirectly behind them.
MR. NAN8aoN± I did not hang any-

thing on only one clause. There was
Imore than one clause that I relied on.

MR. EWING: You spoke on only one
clause.

MR. NANSoN: No. I referred to the
fact that you were to be appointed general
manager, and that all your out-of-pocket
expenses were to be refunded.

Ma. EWING: No. You are making
a great mistale there.

MR. NANSON: Yes.
MR. EWING: At any rate, I may

inform the House that my out-of-pocket
expenses have never been refunded; I
have never gained anything out of this
agreement, and 1 never hope to. I look
upon it, and did look upon it in the past,
as so much waste paper, before this Bill
was brought into the House. After the
hon. member stated that he had inspected
this agreement at the Mines Department,
he comes to this House and accuses me of
being the full owner of that property
mentioned in this agreement. I may say
it does not state that the vendor is the
owner: it states the vendor is the owner
or is authorised by the owners thereof to
effect the sale. Now if the hon. member
had gone a little farther into the files at
the Mines Department, and had seen in
those files that I was the registered
attorney for the people who owned the
property. wonld~he have been justified in
styving that the whole of those 25,000
shares was coiming to me at any time,
and that therefore I bad been urging the
construction of this line for my own per-
sonal benefit ? I say he had no right to
make any assertion at all without having
gone into the facts from start to finish,
and satisfied himself that he was on the
right traock. I say the hon. member did
not go through thr- correspondence, other-
wise he would have been satisfied that
John, Ewing was not the owner of that
property, but had a registered power of
at torney.

MR. NANSON: If you will allow me to
say so, you aire frequently referred to in
your own letters as the owner of the
property.

MR. EWING: I should like again to
explain that the hon. member still wishes
to place me in an unfair light. This
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inrevocable power of attorney states that
1, John Ewing, am to sign as John
Ewing, and to do all acts as John Ewing,
without at all touching my position as
attorney. I have absolute power under
that deed; and the hon. member, before
he made his speech in this House, had he
had a spark of manliness or gentlemanly
feeling in him, would have asked me by
what authority I signed that agreement,
and I should have had the greatest plea-
sure in the world in giving him a copy of
the acrement, and he could have read it
through; and then I am satisfied he
would not have made his statement.

MR. NANsoN: I do not dispute what
you are saying.

M E. EWING: You made the assertion
that I 'was the owner; and you did not
make the necessary investigation to see
in what position I stood.

Ma. NirqsoN: The hon. member
accuses me of deliberately putting him
forward as the owner. I say that I per-
sonally accept the explanation of the
hon. member; but that if the error
occurred it was through the action of the
hon. member himself from time to time
in the files referring to himself as owner;
and it was impossible therefore to do
other than take that reference as accurate.
But I accept his explanation that he is
only part owner.

THE PREMIER: As Walkeden told you
(Mr. Nanson) about that file, he might
have told you the truth about the owner-
ship also.

MR. EWING: I regret exceedingly
not so much my own position as the fact
that the hon. member (Mr. Nanson) is
going to suffer for this. Mate no mis-
take, I regret that for his own benefit he
did not ask for a full explanation, and
did not before coming to this House
satisfy himself that he was really justified
in the action he was taking.

MR. NnrwsoNq: That is what I am now
asking for.

MR. EWING:i I am condemning the
hon. member for taking the action he
took before making an investigation, and
for purposely placing me in an unfavour-
able light before the country ere he had
anything like sufficient facts to go on.
Upon the word of a man who is my im-
placable, my bitterest foe, the hon. mem-
ber has to-day endeavoured to ruin me.
The hion. member does not know that: he

does not know the value of the information
received from Mr. Walkeden. On that
man's word, the hon. member has chosen
to condemn me in this House without
investigation.

MR. NANSON: I deny that I made it
on his word. I made it, as I stated, on
the evidence in the files.

MR. EWING: Will the hon. member
deny that he bad interviews last week with
Mr. Walkeden, and received information
from him?

MR. Nnjqsoy: If the lion, member
wishes to cross-examine me, I do not
deny it. I have seen Mr. Walkeden
twice, I think; once in my office and once
in a tramcar. But, as I have stated, the
information is on these files.

Mr. EWING: I say that the hon.
member, from the files, has adduced
absolutely nothing to prove that I have
in any way abused mny position as a
member of this House. His mind has
been. poisoned by that man's statements,
and the hon. member comes before this
House and tries deliberately to ruin me
politically and in the eyes of the State.
In reference to certain letters which the
bon. member read, he said my bona fides
had never been established. I wish to
point out that I was perfectly justified in
believing that the Collie-Boulder Com-
pany were going to do what they promised
to do, and I received a communication in
February, 1901, from Parker & Parker,
the registered attorneys for the company,
stating they had received instructions to
place themselves in communication with
me, in order that the blank transfers
might be deposited in the bank, and to
see that clause 8 was in order. On the
8th March I received a cable from Mr.
Bernard Parker in London, stating that
negotiations were practically concluded,
but that the Government guarantee (to
construct the line) would be required
before the matter was concluded. The
hon. member has referred to the letter of
March 12th, in which I urged the Gov-
ernument to carry the railway line into the
Cardiff property, and the letter which
the hon. member read is the outcome of
that which I have read to tbe House.
The first letter I1 received was that the
Government were willing to carry the
line into the Cardiff leases, provided bermz
fides were furnished. That letter was
1from the Leake Government, and it was
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the only letter I received dutring the
Leake admiinistration, and I received it
at a time when I was sitting in direct
oppnsition to that Government.

MR. MoRAN: They insisted on some
bonia fides, then, did they not?

MR. EWING: So did the others.
MR. MoRAN: Were the bona fides put

up since?
MR. EWING: The letter of July

29th, replying to my letter of the 12th,
states;

I have the honour, by direction of the Hon.
Commissioner of Railways, to inform, you that
the Cabinet will recommend this extension to
Parliament. This is really a question which
concerns the Public Works flepartment, the
latter being charged with the construction of
railways.
That was when I was sitting in Oppo-
sition. That is a reply to my letter in
which I asked for an extension of the line
to the Collie-Cardiff leases.

MR. NAwsoN: But the letter says the
Collie-Boulder leases. Will you read us
your letter of the 12th July ?

MR. EWING: The hon. member thinks
that in the letter I have made definite
statements. I will read the letter which
I wrote to the Minister for Railways on
the 12th July, 1901:

Sm,-Some few months ago a deputation
from the Collie-Boulder Coal Company, Ltd.,
at which I was present, waited on Sir 3.
Forrest with reference to the extension of the
present Collie railway from the Proprietary
mine to a point about five miles distant there-
from in a south-easterly direction to their
property, which has been proved by boring- to
contain large seems of coal. The permanent
surrey of the line has been made by the
company, anid plans etc. duly lodged with
your department. The late Premier wrote to
the company and stated that, prodided the
conditions suggested were carried out, the
then Government was prepared to recom-
mend Parliament to carry out the work.
The line is estimated to cost about £10,000.
My position in the matter is this. I am the
representative of the Collie Coal Trust, Ltd.,
owning a property ajoining the Collie-Boulder
Company, which has been proved to contain
large and valuable seas of coal of a good
quality and eaddly worked. The company I
represent is already formed, and has the neces-
sary money to commence work as soon as the
railway extension is carried out. My company
is now prepared to put up a deposit of £25,000 as
a guarantee of good faith, to be refunded as
agreed upon. The letter from the late Premier
to the Collie-Boulder Company I have not
beside mse at present, but will be happy to give
you a oopy during next week. I am also given
to understand thatthe Comle-Boulder Company

will be prepared in a few weeks' time to carry
out the conditions laid down by the late Pro-
ener. My reason for writing to you is to ask that
the necessary money for carrying out the work
should be provided soon. I have no doubt
that the records of the matter are in your
office, and that you will be able to satisfy
yourself as to my statements. I should be
glad of an early reply, to enable me to corn-
municate with my people in London-Yours
faithfully, (Sgd.) JXo. EwiNG.

Those people in London had informed me
that the money was ready. I could bring
a stack of correspondence from Mr.
Bernard Parker, if it were necessary.
From the date of 29th March, when I
received from the Acting-Commissioner
of Railways (Hon. W. Kingensill) the
letter in reply to my letter which was the
outcome of the cable from London, I
have taken no active steps in connection
with the building of this railway. At
that time "Mr. Walkeden came to this
State. Fortunately perhaps for the
Collie people and the State generally, he
secured a certain amount of capital in
London to work the Collie-Boulder leases.
I met Mr. Waikeden, and introduced
him to Mr. Leake. That is the first and
last occasion when I saW Mr. Leake on
this matter. The Collie-Boulder Com-
pany, by their representative, Mr.
Walkeden. from start to finish are
responsible for urging the construction of
this railway extension. I say the line
ought to be built; but the hon. member
has stated that I have tried to use my
position as a member of this House to
get this line constructed, so that I could
complete an agreement with the Collie
Trust Company. That is the gravamen
of the charge, that I have improperly
used my position.

MR. NANSON: Why was the terminus
altered on the original plan?

MR. EWING: I want to say again
distinctly that Mr. Walkeden, the
manager of the Collie-Boulder Company,
is solely responsible for the construction
now being carried on. 1, as member for
the district, perhaps did not do m y duty
in trying to urge this matter as I might
have done. Mr. Leake told me that this
matter could not be taken in hand with-
out the sanction of Parliament. I said,
"All right; " that the only thing I
wanted to make clear was that, as Mr.
Walkeden had in hand a certain sum of
money, I wanted to give him the
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assurance of the Government that a Bill
for the construction of this line would be
brought before Parliament, so that he
might not find his money had been
gathered for no purpose. The hon.
member (Mr. Nanson) has missed the
vital point in those papers. I shall not
point it out to him, but I have no doubt
the Government will be able to give a
proper explanation if it becomes necessary

Tod so. Mr. Walkeden was absolutely

respsible for the whole of the work up
toth signing of that agreement. Mr.

Walkeden never told me his business.
He told the people he had the full
authority of the Government to do this
work, whereas he had not the scratch of
a pen. He rode the high horse, and said
he would do as he liked, having got
£830,000 to work with. I never saw a
Minister of the Crown or any officer of
the department in connection with the

c a'rrn out of this work. It has been
carried out by Mr. Wailkeden himself.
To come to the point bf the hon. member,
Mr. Walkeden, on the eve of the agree-
ment being signed b~y the Government,
told me there was a private agreement
about to be entered into by the Govern-
ment with him.

At 6-S0, the Snncn~ left the Chair.
At 7830, Chair resumed.

MR. EWING (continuing): I was say-

ing when the House adjourned that the
firt intimation I had of the private agree-
ment between the Government and Mr.
Walkeden wvas from Mr. Walkeden him-
self, on the evening prior to signing this
agreement. He said he would be very
glad if I would meet him and consult
Mr. Burt and the Minister for Railways
the following morning at his office at 11
o'clock. I availed myself of this. We
all met at the Minister's office. I remained
a very few minutes, and the position I
placed before the Minister for Railways
was this, that I was given to understand
the Government were allowed to enter
into a private agreement for the con-
struction of the Collie-Boulder line by
the Collie-Boulder Company. I asked
him to allow me to peruse the agreement.
Mr. Burt read the agreement to me, and
I said that as far as I was concerned it
was a matter outside me altogether, except
that as the custodian of the interests of

the people I represent on this side of
the Collie Coal Company, I asked the
Minister to make such means of access to
the Collie-Cardiff lemes as he thought
just and fair. I would like to explain
to the House at this juncture that I never
then, nor on any occasion, asked that Mr.
Walkeden or his company should be com-
pelled to construct any portion of this
railway. The posil ion Idesir-ed was that
the Collie-Boulder Company, or any other
companY, should have no power whatever
by the fact of having a private agreement,
to block communication to and the export
of the coal from the rival company. That
is the position, and I have no doubt that
when the Minister speaks on this occasion
he will verify these remarks. I would
like to say before going farther, that
I neglected to inform the House in the
early part of my speech, that the agree-
ment I entered into with Mr. Ber-
nard Parker was signed prior to my

beoing a member of Parliament. I
wol ieto explain once more that this

Bill before the House is the outcome of
the work of the Collie-Boulder Company
entirely. Also, I think that in this par-
ticular matter I have to some extent
neglected the interests of my constituents,
for I have not worked in the matter or
forced it as far as I was bound really to
do as their representative, because the
opening tip of this particular coalfield
district means a great deal to the Comle
people, and it would not have been
before us to-night had it not been
for the action of the Coffie- Boulder
Company in endeavouring to secure the
line for their traffic. The leader of
the Opposition has made very grave
statements to my mind against the
Mines Department for having extended
to the owners of the Collie-Cardiff leases
what he seems to think was an unwar-
rantable amount of protection in con-
nection with their property. I would
like to say that the Collie-Cardiff leases
were secured at a date subsequent to the
time when the Comle-Boulder Company
secured their leases. The Collie-Boulder
Company prospected their leases only to
the extent they thought sufficient for
reasonable grounds on which to go to the
London market. In connection with the
Collie-Cardiff leases I should say there
has been an expenditure of about £2,500.
The leases have been held for a less length
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of time than the Collie-Boulder leases,
and have bad practically the same amount
of protection. Mr. Wa] keden went into it
with a sufficient amount to open up the
Comle- Boulder leases, and has carried out
the work within the last few months
greatly in advance of anything done prior
to his arrival. The Collie-Cardiff leases
are not in such a fa-vourable position, the
owners not having the money to carry out
the work. I maintain there has been no
undue protection. I ask the Government
or anybody sufficiently interested in this
question, to take the opinion of any
expert in coal-mining matters, examine
thoroughly the plans, the bores, and the
amount of work done on the Collie-
Cardiff leases, and I am perfectly satis-
fied that they will say, as I hare said
before in corriespondence with the Minis-
ter on matters of this kind, that when
sufficient -work is done to enable the
colliery to be opened out, any farther
,work that may be done would be abso-
lutely a waste of money, unless the col-
liery is opened up. I wish to be very
clear on that point. Farther, in connec-
tion with this particular agreement, iu
relation to which the hon. member has
stated I had a motive for urging the
Government to construct this line, when
the Minister for Works called upon me
to put on certain labour conditions, he
had no knowledge whatever that I had
entered into an agreement with the
parties, the Collie Coal Trust, to carry
out any terms or conditions that the
Minister for Works might think fit to
place upon me from time to time. Imme-
diately I received this intimation that a
number of amendments was required,
I instructed Parker and Parker and
informed them, and they cabled to London
on two different occasions. I would like
to say in reference to this particular
matter, that I committed a slight breach
of the labour conditions through want of
knowledge, and allowed the leases to
remain unprotected for a term of three
or four days. That being so I rendered
myself liable to the action of anybody to
try to forfeit the leases. In connection
with this matter, I would point ot to
the House that Mr. Walkeden became
aware of the fact that the leases could be
forfeited on account of the labour condi-
tions not being complied with during
these particular days. He put in an

application for forfeiture of Leases 5, 6,
and 7, and last month finding that he
bad. made a mistake in that owing to some
technical form, he applied at a subsequent

1 date for the forfeiture of Leases 1, 2, and
4. I may state briefly that these applica-

I tions were refused on account of the appli-
cant not having a mineral license, and
he was out of Court. Mr. Walkeden.
procured a, mineral license, subsequent to
making the application, and then made a
farther application on the 21st July.

ISubsequent to that he made another
application. It was simply done in a
vexatious spirit, and in the endeavouir to
secure my property. All these applica-
tions have been dealt with, and the
Registrar stated that although small
breaches of the labour conditions had
been made, they we're not sufficient to
warrant forfeiture of the leases, and,
farther, he was satisfied with the btrna
fides of the people who held the leases,
and that they worked them when they
were able to do so; ;on sequently he refused
the applications. I would. like to lead
up to a certain matter which is of ver~y
great importance, as showing the value
of the information received by the mew-
her for the Murehison. Mr. Walkeden,
before going to London, proved his prop-
city to a certain extent, to secure money.
During his absence in London I was
prospecting for the people I represent on
the Collie-Cardiff leases. I1 found on the
Collie-Cardiff leases a 7ft. 4in. seam of
coal of very excellent quality, the out-
crop of which was alongside the southern
boundary of the Collie-Boulder leases.
Mr. Walkeden took up a lease adjoining
mine, which is half-a-mile in depth to
north and south. Immediately up~on. his
return f rom London he put down two
shafts and found the same seam of coal
as Ihad found. It seemed to him such a
great advantage to open up a colliery on
this particular seam that he put in his
tunnel at a point which passed within
40 feet of the outside corner peg of the

Ileases I represent. This has a very serious
bearing upon the question, and will, no
doubt, be very clearly understood by
memabers. I do not mean to suggest
whether he has a large amount of coal
to the right of this tunnel, but Mr.
Wallreden made a very serious error,
and the only wa he could see of
getting out of it was to secure a por-
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lion of the property I represent. I have
my doubts as to a large area to the
right, but as members, especially coal
mining members, will thoroughly unrier-
stand, this mine must bo a very expensive
one if it is only a one-sided mine, for all
time to come. Mr. Walkeden approached
me in connection with this matter, and
asked me to give him a certain area of
one particular lease for another area which
he proposed to give me. My reply was
that I could not possibly do anything of
the kind, as I was under agreement with
London people in connection with this
matter. Then Mr. Walkeden determined
that he would, at all hazards, secure this
property, whether or not his doing so
muined me and the people with whom I
was connected. Hence his applications,
which were refused. The member for the
Murchison, who has thought fit to bring
before this House imputations as to myv
character based on the word of this mani,
will be pretty well astonished when. I read
to the House what this man's character is.

MR. NANsoN : The hon. member accuses
me of making imputations based on some
person's statements. I have repeatedly
said that my imputations, if they are
imputations. are based on the information
contained in the files.

Ms. EWING: I think the hon. mem-
ber went beyond that. He said, " I will
now deal with the member for the South-
West Mining District." -On the 21st,
the third application for the forfcitu re of
my lease was in; and this particular
letter was written by an officer of the
Collie-B3oulder Company to a servant who
had charge of all correspondence in con-
nection with the transfer of mails. from
the Collie into the town. It reads:

The C-ollie-Boulder Coal Company, Limited,
Comle, 21st August,1902.

To Thomas Troon, Storeman.
Tom,--If Mr. Bedbington or others hand

you letters for John Ewing or any of his
known supporters, these will be possibly the
bearers of information against our interests.
We trust you in the matter, and wish you, if
any such letters are handed to you for post,
to put same in an envelope, and send in to us.
That shows the character of the man.
We will hold same for a few days until some
private business at present in band is com-
pleted.
The "1private business" was an endea-
vour to secure the property which I
represent.

Destroy by fire this letter when you digest
it, and mention the matter to no second per-
son -but keep a close watch on letters, andalso
if any are handed to grocers or butchers for
post. You will also notice that Alex. is away.
If anyone remarks on this, know nothing about
it. Destroy letter..-Yours, JAB. W. CARReL.
Mr. Carrel is the secretary of the Collie-
Boulder Coal-Mining Company.

MR. MORAN: What has that to do with
Mr. Walkeden ?

MR. EWING: I am showing the
character of the man en whose statements

Ithe hen. member bases his charges.
Ma&. MoRAN:. That is not the man, is

it I?
MR. DIAMOND: It is his confidential

clerk.
Ma. EWING: True. Mr. Carrol is

the offlroer in charge of everything con-
nected with the Collie-Boulder Company,
acting, as far as I have ever been able
to find out, on instructions from Mr.
Walkeden; and I should almost dare to
say he dare not act otherwise. On the
third application before the Registrar at
Collie, I endeavoured to read this letter,
not so much in a vindictive spirit, but to
show the people of Collie, who are pretty
well aware of it, the character of the man1
they had to deal with, aind what grave
risks they were running. The Registrar
refused to allow me to read the letter;
but in referring to the letter, Mr.
Walkeden said from the body of the
court: "1The letter was an attempt by an
officer of the company to atop your
tongue "-absolutely taking the respon-
sibility of the letter written by Mr.
Carrel. In justice to Troon, I should
say that when he received this letter he
brought it straight to me, told me that
he had received it fromn the Oollie-
Boulder Company, that they evidently
intended to ruin me, and that he would
be a willing witness. He went out to
the company's leases and told Mr.
Walkeden that he had given me the
letter, and said he could not possibly
work with people of that character.
Troen is only a working man, but he is a
nobl workin man; and he was protect-
inLg the iteres of eey man, woman,
ad ch ild in this countr when he handed

me that letter and gave me the oppor-
tunity, of showing on the floor of this
House the character of the man who has

g iven the information to the leader of
the Opposition.

Collie-Boulder Bill .
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MR. NANsoN : I again deny that. The
hon. member keeps dragging in the
information given by some person. I
have said repeatedly that my information
is based upon the extracts that I read
from the files. I explained that in my

speech. I stated distinctly what were
teextracts, and said my) statements

were not based on allegations. I go
simply by official documents.

MR. EWING: The hon. member,
after reading from the files, said he had
arrived at a stage when be bad finished
with those papers ; and then, if I
remember rightly, he said be would deal
with the member for the South-West
Mining District. And I assert again
that the information he received was from
that quarter; and I think I1 have sh own
the class of man on whose statements the
leader of the Opposition chooses to base
his allegations against my character. It
shows distinctly that there is no esprit de
cor-ps amongst members of Parliament,
when a member can take such informna-
tion from an outside source without
coming, to the man accused and getting a
rebutting statement-can base his attack
against an hon. member on the word of
such a man or such a company.

MR. HANSON: IS the hon. member in
order in declaring, after my repeated
denials, that I base my information on
such a communication? I do not base it
on anything but on the extracts I read
from the files.

THE SPEARIER: I think the bon. inem-
her (Mr. Ewing) ought to accept the
explanation of the member for the Mur-
chison.

MR. EWING: I will accept it. I can
assure hon. members that I had rather
resign my seat than be accused of acting
in my ow~n personal interests, and not for
the benefit of the constituency I repre-
sent. I have ever acted for the benefit of
that constituency; as long as I am a
member of this AssemblylI shall continue
so to act; and if the House is not satisfied
with the explanation I have given, memn-
bers know pretty well how to let me
know of their dissatisfaction. I could
forgive the hon. member almost every-
thing; but I cannot forgive him for
suggesting that a select committee should
be appointed to salve this whole matter
over-

Mn. NANsoN: Not to salve over the
matter.

'MR. EWING: And to prevent the
public from getting a full knowledge of
all the facts, thus deliberately endeavour-
ing to ruin my political reputation for all
tune. I say unhesitatingly that the hon.
member, if he have any spark of gentle.
manly feeling, will withdraw his accusa-
tions and admit that they are unjustified.
However, that is his business. I should
like simply to say, in conclusion, that I
have thought it my duty, and a very
unmpleasantiduty it has been, to endeavour,
in the eyes of this House and before the

Icountry, to vindicate my character from
the aspersions which the leader of the
Opposition has chosen to cast upon me.
Whether or not I have been successful
is for the House to judge; but I
unhesitatingly say that on this, as on
all future occasions, I shall endeavour
honourably to represent the people who
have placed me in this important position.

DEBATE.

THiEGO LOXIAILSECRETARY (Hon.
W. Kiugsmill): I listened with much
patience and interest to the speech
delivered by the leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Hanson), and I fear I must say this
House is extremely unfortunate in having
in so responsible a Position a gentleman
who appears to be able to look at things
only fromi their blackest and most
malign aspect; a gentleman who seems
uinable to tattribute to any members
sitting on this (Ministerial) bench, or
indeed on this side of the House, any
but the worst motives for their actions;
a gentleman who seems to think that it
is only by those worst motives that
Ministers and Government supporters

Ican be guided. The consideration of the
Bill now before the House seems to me
to fall naturally under two heads, the
first being the necessity and urgency for

Ithe construction of the line now being
discussed, and the Second being the route
of the said line. In dealing with the
first I must break some fresh ground, by
entering into a question which it would
not perhaps have been necessary to enter
into had it not been for the extremely
one-sided attitude taken up by the leafir
of the Opposition. As must be fairly
well known to bon. members, the
Government are by far the largest con-
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sinner of the coal raised on the Collie
fields. It must also be well known to
them that for some considerable time-
if I remember rightly, for about the last
two years-ostensibly as the result of a
commission which sat to settle a dis-
pute between the miners and the mine-
owners of Collie, the price which the
Government have been paying for Collie
coal, namely l~s. at the pit's mouth, has
been absolutely exorbitant; and I must
say in passing that the worst influence
which has been exercised on the Collie
coalfields has been the exorbitant price
which has always been demanded from
the Government for the local product.
The fact that the Government have to pay
that price is the result of a monopoly
which exists on the coalfield; and I think
it a duty from a business point of view,
and not only from that point of view but
in the best interests of the country itself,
to make an attempt to break down that
monopoly. And with this object it was
decided by the Leaks Government that
this line should be constructed. [MR.
MORAN: The Leake Government did not
decide the mnatter.] True. Their fore-
runners also had mentioned the desirable-
nses of having this line constructed.
[MR. MORAN: No; of consulting Par-
liament.] Yes; of consulting Parliament
as to the construction of this line. I do
not think the hon. member will contra-
dict me when I repeat that the Leake
Government had stated it was advisable
that this line should be constructed to
the Collie-Boulder. [MR. MORAN: That
is right.] The Government are at pre-
sent paying l3s. per ton at the pit's
mouth for Collie coal. According to the
information given me by several members
who ought to know what they are talk-
ing about, at fair price for Collie coal
would be, approximately. 10s. per ton;
and it is believed that with competitors
in the field-and of course the more
competitors the better position we shall
be in to get a reasonable price-Collie
coal could be obtained by the Govern-
ment at 39. less, that is at 10s. per ton;
and I should like to point out that
this would mean a saving to the Rail-
way Department, which annually uses
100,000 tons of Collie coal, of £215,000 a
year.

MR. MORAN: Is that reduction of price
stipulated for in the agreement?

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
am not suggesting that for a moment. I
say, if we have competition in the field
we shall get the coal at a normal price
instead of paying as we now pay, an
abnormal price. [Ma. MORAN: An
assumption.] And with that contention
I think even the hon. member will agree.
There is at all events a great deal more
likelihood of our so doing; and even if we
do not get it at the price I have named,
every shilling a ton reduction in the price
of Collie coal means a saving of at least
£5,000 per annum, to the railways.
It was therefore veryv evident that some-
thing must be done to put an end to the
state of affairs now existing at Collie;
and it was with that object the construc-
tion of this line was decided on. It
would have been easy, and we had plenty
of precedents for this course, for the Gov-
ernment to have consti nocted this line out
of the vote for additions and improve-
ments to opened railway' S, as was done in
the case of the Collie Proprietary coal
mine, and it will be observed that the
extension proposed in this Bill is a. part
of the Collie railway now in operation.
it was thought better by the Government,
after consideration, to enter into the pre-
sent agreement with the Collie-Boulder
Company for the construction of this line.
Several references have been made to the
fact that deposits were stipulated for, and
those deposits would have to be provided
because of the Government building the
line; but if the leader of the Opposition
will consider he will see that no deposit
was actually needed in the case of the
Collie - Boulder Company undertaking
themselves to construct this line. They
are constructing the line at schedule
rates and at their own risk. If this
House were to throw this Bill out, in
what position would the Collie-Boulder
Company be? They would simply lose
whatever work they have put into the
line.

MR. MORAN; Who would lose it?
TaE COLONIAL SECRETAY: The

company who are at present constructing
the line. I say that every addition which
the company make to that work is an
additional deposit to the Government for
the carrying out of their undertaking.
It was intended at first that the Govern-
ment should build the railway; but when
the present offer was made by Mr.
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Walkeden, that solved the difficulty.
rUnder these circumstances it would not
be reasonable for the company to be
required to put up a deposit, and also
take the risk that Parliament might throw
out the Bill, and the whole of the work
they had put into the line might thus be
lost. There is something wore than the
mere saving of several thousands per
annum. to the Government railways in
the extension of this line to the south-
east portion of the Collie fields, because
on the extension of the line practically
hangs the whole future of the Collie
coalfield. As I have stated, from the
attitude taken up by the present colliery
owners, it is practically hopeless to expect
that any reduction in the price of coal
will be made; and if we have tsi pay the
same amount per ton for coal as we have
been paying in the Ipast, it will be prac-
tically impossible to pay that amount;
therefore, the Government being the
principal consumer of Collie coal, if they
cannot use that coal at the present price,
Collie must become a thing of the past.
When it came within my province as
Commissioner of Railways to consider
the quantity of Collie coal required on
the Government railways for the current
year, the probability of this extension to
the Collie leases being constructed in the
near future, and the number of working
mines being thereby increased, has guided
mae to a great extent in deciding to use
80 per cent. of Collie coal and 20 per
cent. of Newcastle coal on the Government
lines for this year. If it had not been for
that, and if the Government had refused
to use Collie coal, their action would
hav6 been fatal to Collie and would
throw out of employment 1,500 to 2,000
people, I would have refused to sanction
the purchase on behalf of the Govern-
ment any Collie coal whatever; but having
before we the fact that this extension
was about to be constructed, and that the
construction must eventually lower the
price of Collie coal, I thought it well tbat
for a time at all events, and in view of
the time when we should get Collie coal
at a cheaper rate-

Ma. MORNw: You were bound for a
certain times to buy Collie coal at a cer-
tain figure.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:-
The hon. memuber's observation has no
point whatever. While the Government

are bound to buy at a certain price, the
quantity which they are bound to buy Is
not fixed at all.

MR. MORAN. I think the minimum is
fixed.

TuN COIONIA.L SECRETARY: No.
The only fixture in the agreement is that
tbe coal shall be bought from certain
companies which are now merged into
one, in certain proportions;j but that is
absolutely hopeless, as the companies
are now amalgarmed under one owner-
ship. In view of the fact that it is
absolutely necessary that this line must
result in the saving of many thousands
of pounds per annumn to the Railwa~y
Department, and must increase the popu-
latiout at the Collie, and increase the
traffic on the railways by the carriage
of coal, I think it is established that
this line is necessary. I would also
point out that the constructiou of the
line was a matter of urgency. If
the Leake Government had not had
such troublous times as they did
experience, a, Bill for the construction of
this line would have been brought before
Parliament and proceeded with in the
usual manner; but the career of the
Government was cut short, and no
Government had time to deal with this
question before the close of last session.
The contract for the supply of Collie coal
will be up in March next, and in my
opinion it is most essential that as many
competitors as possible should be in the
field as tenderers for supplying Collie coal
to the Railway Department. Therefore it
would be imperative in my opinion and
in that of the Government which sanc-
tioned the work that arrangements should
be made for carrying out this work at
once. Therefore I maintain that both
the necessity and the urgency of the line
were absolutely proved..

Ma. MoSLAN: Not a word of that
appears in the file, does it?

.Tian COLONIAL SECRETARY:. No.
But the hon mem ber should be aware
that. this is the first opportunity I have
had of speaking on the subject. These
are, mn the opiinion of the Government,
good. and sufficient reasons for the course
which has been taken, and in that course
they were urged on and aided, not by the
urgency of the member for the South-
West Mining District, but in the first
place Mn.. Cropper, who was, befre Mr.

[ASSEMBLY.] Second reading.



Collie-Boulder Bill: [9 SEPTEMBER, 1902.] Second reading. 985

Walkeden's arrival, the agent or attorney
for the Collie-Boulder Company, and
mn the next plake by Mr. Waikeden
himself. In Mr. Walkeden the company
have secured an extremely energetic
general manager. I do not propose
to touech on the aspect of the ques-
tion which has been referred to particu-
larly by the member for the South-West
Mining District (Mr. Ewing) in regard to
letters read by him It has nothing to
do with me, though it may have some.
thing to do with the attitude he has taken
up. The question of deposit I have
al-eady dealt with. As these people are
constructing the line at their own cost
and their own risk, the construction of
the line itself is a deposit, and to ask
them to pay the deposit twice over would
be unfair and an irksome course for the
Government to take. I may fairly claim
that both from a business point of view
and as regards the future of the Railway
Department, and from the point of view
of the State as regards the fostering of
the coal industry and keeping the popula-
tion at the Collie, that the action of the
Government in arranging for the inane-
diate construction of the line was
absolutely justified. A great deal has
been made of the question of the route
of the line in regard to extending it to
the Cardiff leases. Hon. members who
will take the trouble to study the
geological map of the Collie coalfield will
see that the coalfield is a basin with a
sharply defined area of country, and that
the boundaries of the coalfield are sharply
and accurately defined on the map. They
will also find when consulting the map
with a map of the leases held on the coal-
field, that the leases on the south-east of
Collie are first the Proprietary, next the
Collie Burn, next the Collie-Boulder, and
next the Collie-Cardiff. Members will
notice also that a mile outside the Cardiff
leases the coal deposits are absolutely cut
off, and the granite rock intervenes. As
to the laying out of the line for this
extension, it was stipulated that it
should be an extension to the inside
of the Collie-Cardiff boundary. What
I wishpd to insist on was that the
terminal point should be within the
Cardiff leases, because I did not pro-
pose to place any company or companies
in such a position that,' if this House
refused to sanction the line and it had to

become a private railway, the company
holding that line would be in a position
to mnonopolise the traffic along the line.
If the terminus had been inside the
Colle-Cardiff leases, and Parliament had
refused to sanction the line as a Govern-
ment work, the company owning the line
as a private concern would have had the
opportunity of denying access to a part
of the field which should be open. If
there were any possibility of coal being
found beyond that area, or if any lease
were taken up beyond the Cardiff leases,
I would have insisted that the line should
run through them also.

MR. MORAN: illost ingenious?
Tus COLONIAL SECRETARY: Not

only ingenious but it happens to be true.
Parthermore, I am very sorry to find that
the member for West Perth has the same
disposition as his honoured and revered
leader.

MR. NANSON: Who would own the
portion of the railway running ov-er the
Collie-Cardiff property?

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:
That really has not been decided yet. I
take it that the Government will own it
eventually.

MR. NANSON: Suppose Parliament
does not sanction itP

Tn COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Then the contractors will own it. It
provides access to the man's lease; that
is the main thing. It does not matter to
me whether Mr. Ewing owns it or is
attorney for it, or is in any other capacity
with regard to the Collie-Cardiff leases, or
the member for West Perth or the
Murchison or anyone else in the country.
I am not going to jeopardise the interests
of this State from any false delicacy.
That most certainly I will not do, and I
will not put any company in a position to
exercise a monopoly of the traffic over
a certain line because the next property
is owned by a member of Parliament or
anyone else.

Ma. Monxn: Could you notextend the
line ?

Tanm COLONIAL SECRETARY:
This is a right to extend. In regard to
giving them a monopoly over the line, it
is expressly stated in the agreement that
goods shall be carried for persons other
than the Boulder contractors, at rates to
be fixed by the Commissioner. That, I1
think, effectually prevents a monopoly.
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MR. NAwsoN: That would have been
the case if you had only carried the line
to the Collie-Boulder instead of going on
to the Collie-Cardiff.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:- No;
it would not, for this reason. The bon.
member must know that in order to work
coal economically, to be able to put it
into the market and to compete with
other people, you must not have to cart;
and io long as the terminus of the line
was even a hundred yards away from the
Collie-Cardiff leases, that could not be
done, because the Collie-Boulder people
might have denied the right to extend
that line, for it was their line, and them
where would these leases have been ?

Mu. MORANq: You let the Cofle-
Boulder at their own risk extend the line
to the Collie-CardiffP

Tau COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Quite so.

Mn. MORAN: You compel them to
extend. it to the leases of other men.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Exactly. That line should be built on
to the farthermiost lease in the south-
easterly direction in the Collie coalfield.
This is a clause in the agreement: a.
clause which puts it absolutely beyond
reach of question. So far as the clause
in the agreement goes, I may point out
to the hon. member that the allegation
mn relation to which he went outside the
file, that the Collie-Boulder people
objected to this clause in the agreement,
is absolutely and entirely incorrect.

MR. NANSoN:; I am glad to bear that.
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:

Absolutely and entirely incorrect. The
member for West Perth some little time
ago made an interjection which seemed
to show that 'be had considerable doubt
as to whether these leases were of
sufficient importance fr-om a coal-bearing
point of view to warrant the extension of
the line to them-I mean the Collie-
Cardiff leases. We find from informa-
tion that was obtainable by members as
well as by myself

MR, MORAN: I do not care; if they
were second Newcastles, it does not affect
the question.

THn COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
am perfectly willing to believe the hon.
member would not believe, even though
a miracle should happen; he is so
blinded by party feeling. Re and his

revered leader will not take a reasonable
and sensible view of the thing.

MR. NANsoN: I am open to conviction.
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: The

hon. member ought to be convicted for
the way he behaved this evening. A sum
of X~2,550 has been spent on this lease
already; and, farthermore, it is provedt
principally by two bores a mile apart, one
of which is 630 feet, and it contains in
that depth no less a width of coal than
43 feet 6 inches, the other being 313 feet
with 23 feet of coal; and also by a
communication that has been received by
the Mines Department from the Inspector
of Mines down at Collie, to the elffect that
sufficient area of payable coal has been
proved upon the Collie-Cardiff leases to
warrant the opening up of a colliery
there. I say this evidence bears out the
view that the late Government took, that
it was necessary to extend the line to the
Collie-Cardiff leases. (Interjection by
Mr. MORAN.) I quite recognise from the
action of the hon. mem ber for West Perth
and the member for the Murchison, it
will be absolutely necessary in future, if
a conference be held, to have shorthand
notes taken of everything. I think that
would be a very good innovation, and
even then I suppose the hon. members
would say, in pursuit of the tactics they
generally employ, that the Government or
the parties with whom they were con-
ferring were misreported. A farther
tribute to the value of these leases is that
the Collie- Boulder Company, through
their general manager, Mr. Walkeden,
have apparently on no less than four
occasions endeavoured to jump the leases;
and that being s6, I say the Government
were absolutely justified in the. extension
of the line. A great deal has been said
about an agreement between the member
for the South-West Mining District and
a Mr. Bernard Parker. This fixing of
the terminus inside the boundary of the
Collie-Cardiff leases was arrived at in a
conference between myself and Mr. Walk-
eden, ad I think Mr. Burt. At that
time I had absolutely no knowledge of
that agreement, and the first time I saw
the details of it was when I saw them a few
day ag in the paper of which the leader of
the Opposition is business manager. I
noticed therein that a stipulation was
made that the railway was to go within
ten chains of the Collie-Cardiff leases.

[ASSEMBLY.] Second reading.
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If it had heen my wish only to help the
member for the South-West Mining
District, I would certainly have been able
to save 20 chains of line by stopping
the line within the Collie-Boulder lease.
But as I say, at that time I was ab-
solutely ignorant of the existence of such
an agreement, nor did I know the
details of it until I saw them published
in the paper. I assert that in spite of
the statement which has been made to
the member for [be Murchison that this
eitension to the Collie-Cardiff leases
means an extension of about a mile, it
appears to me that the agreement would
have been practically carried out by the
termination of the line being at such a
point within the Collie-Boulder leases as
the original plans show. That I think,
if the hon. member will look at the plan,
is from about 15 to 20 chains from
the northern boundary of the Collie-
Cardiff leases, and in order to work his
mine by railway from the pit's mouth Mr.
Waikeden will have to construct his line
within less than five chains of that boun-
dary. I do not think I have very much
more to say. If hon. members have any
questions to ask me I shall be glad-

MR. NANsoN: Do you mean to say
that if the point had not been extended
to the Collie-Cardiff leases, the agreement
with the Collie Coal Trust Company
conditional to extending would have been
completedP

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes;
I think so. Clause 7 in the agreement
says--

MR. NANsow: Which agreementP
Tans COLONIAL SECRETARY: The

agreement between Mr. Ewing and Yr.
Bernard Parker. The clause says:

The pun-chaser shall not be bound to com-
plete the purchase before the 15th day of
October next, or until such time thereafter st
the Government of Western Australia have
started to construct a railway, as already
surveyed and marked out, from the terminus of
the present line at Collie to a point situated
within about 10 chains of the northern
boundary of the scheduled property.

MR. NANRON : That is the Collie-
Cardiff property.

THE COYLONIAL SECRETARY:
Yes. This agreement would be carried
out if that line as certified and marked'
out were constructed, stopping in the
Cofl-Boulder. It says from the terminus
of the present line at Collie to a point

situated within about 10 chains of the
northern boundary of the scheduled
property."

MR. NaseoN: That is not what is
being done.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
have carried it 10 chains beyond the
boundary. " The purchaser shall not be
bound to complete the purchase before
the fifteenth day of October next, or
until such time thereafter as the Govern-
ment have started to construct a railway
as already surveyed and arked out "--
that is the railway which was contem-
plated by Sir John Forrest's Ministry
and which stops within the Collie-
Boulderlease- to apoint situated within
about 10 chains of the northern boun-
dary of the scheduled property." Will
the leader of the Opposition come to this
House and say that, to placate the
member for the South-West Mining
District, we have extended this line into
the Collie-Cardiff leases in order to fulfil
the conditions that he has made with
persons in England, and that this has
been done with improper motives?
At the time the agreement was made I
had not the slightest knowledge of it.
That, I think, must absolutely disabuse
the mind of the Eon. member, if it is
possible to disabuse it of any improper
motives on the part of the Government.

Soul the same set of circumstances
arise to-day, even with the light thrown
upon it by the hon. member, and know-
ing that I should incur the displeasure
of the hon. gentleman, I should take the
same course as I took then.

MR. MORAN: You are at dangerous
man. You ought to live in Russia.

THE COLON'IAL SECRETARY: The
effect of the few remarks which I have
made is to put members on the Opposi-
tion side in a very much better humour
with the Government than they were when
I started. I have nothing more to say,
except to distinctly state that what.
ever action has been taken in the
matter has been taken after full con-
sideration. It has been taken abso-
lutely in the interests of the State; it
has been taken absolutely irrespective
of whether Mr. Ewing or any other per-
son be the owner of the Collie-Cardiff
leases or not; and I again say that
were the same set of circumstances to
arise once more, I should aoct precisely in
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the same. manner as I did on that
occasionl.

Ma. BUTCHER (Gascoyne) : I beg to
move, as an amendment:-

That the Bill be read a second time this
day sir months.

Mla. MORAN (West Perth): Once
again I think the absolute virtue and
value of the Opposition baa been proved
to the country by the debate which lhae
taken place to-night. I do not think
anybody, even the most rabid Govern-
ment supporter, would suggest for a
moment that this country would have
obtained the information which has
been gathered had it not been for
the discussion raised by the Opposition.
We were treated in a most cavalier
fashion to a speech by the Minister for
Works in introducing this Railway Bill,
and following the Minister, after he had
introduced the Bill, I rose, but I had not
then the slightest idea that the member
for the South-West Mining District had
any connection with the proposal. I had
no knowledge that the original idea in
extending the railway was to include the
Collie-Cardiff leases. I had never heard
of the Collie-Cardiff leases, and my
reason for rising on that occasion was to
protest on political, on constitutional,
and I may say on parliamentary rounds.
A most dangerous innovation was being
introduced, which should not be allowed
to go on as far as. this country is con-
cerned. Were we to allow a Minister to
submit to the Chamber a Bill to construct
a new railway line without giving the
Hfouse any idea of what it was for, what
the plans were like, whether the plans had
been prepared, whether the work was in
hand, or any information whateverV It
is a most dangerous thing, and I appeal
to the Premier, who ought to be the
guardian of the rights of the House, who
ought to be the guardian of the consti-
tutional privileges of the House, and who
ought to see that the fullest details of a
public work are given to the House, was
the Minister for Works right in treating
the House as he did in moving the second
reading of the Bill? Does the Premier
not know in his inmost heart that I was
right in getting up-as far as the parlia-
mentary aspect was concerned-to object
to this work being put through the House
under the policy of "1bush "? The Oppo-
sition were doing their plainest duty in

calling attention to the miatter. They
were doing their plainest duty in eliciting
the fullest information, which would have
leaked out afterwards. It is now noticed
what feeling there is between certain
gentlemen in this country representing
certain coal interests, and it is better that
this should come out now than after the
Bill is passed. The Opposition wo uld have
been to blame- they would have been
more to blame or as much to blame as the
Government-because the Opposition has
just as stern a duty to perform as the
Government. Tt is the absolute duty of
the Opposition to call attention to bills
being initiated by Ministers of the Crown
'when no information is given on those
Bills being brought forward. We know
that the inquiry up to the present time
has resulted in nothing but good, and I
intend before I sit down to accuse the
Government of having done something
highly's irregular and improper, and which
in ay other Parliament in Australia
would probably bring on the Government
the just retribution of the House, which
would end by those in power being hurled
out of office. I do not think we ought to
mince words over a matter of this kind.
The. action of the Government at the
beginning of the session is quite in keep-
ing with their action over the Collie-
Boulder line. As far as I am concerned
I am following on the same line of action
which I started at the commencement of
the session. I have raised my voice on
four distinct occasions. If the example
which the Colonial Secretary has just
laid down is to be followed, then we are
departing from parliamentary super-
vision, and giving a, section of our lines
over to a private individual to construct
without any supervision whatever. This
is the fourth occasion during this session
in which the Government have flaunted
Parliament. Firstly, by the increase of
the railway rates;i secondly, by, their
appointment of 'Mr. George over the head
of Parliament; thirdly, by initiating a

gra ublic work that it is supposed will
costX60000of the people's money without

the authority of the Auditor-General, by
Isecret purchase; and now 'we have the
introduction of a Railway Bill under a

Isubterfuge. The truth now comes out,
and it is a subterfuge. The railway is
being constructed; it was under con-
struction for three months before the
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Engineer-in-Chief of the country drew
attention to the fact that no supervision
was taking place over the construction of
this line. In the files on the table will be
found a letter from the Engineer-in-Chief
pointing out that it was a dangerous thing
to allow a line to be constructed without
supervision, because says he: -. I believe
the policy of the Government is to buy
the line back afterwards, and we ought
to know what we are buying." The
Minister for Works wakes up then-but
be is not so much to blame, because he
was not in office when the work was
initiated, and I know that in a. Minister's
ofice it is impossible to learn what is on
the files unless it is brought personally
under one's notice. I am attacking the
Government as a whole. I say I might
call it a strong request of the Engineer-
in-Chief to have the line constructed
under Government supervision? I go
farther than that. Someone else directs
attention to this anomaly. Mr. John T.
Short, the Traffic Manager, when the
matter was sent to him, mninuted it back
to the departm4,nt with words to this
effect: "I can make neither head nor
tail of this proposal. There appear to
be two proposals-one is that the line
will be handed back to the Government,
and the other is that the line shall be
purchased." Mr. Short farther says:- "I
think there -must be something missing
from the jackets, because the history is
not shown throughout." I shall prove
before sitting down that anyone reading
through the jackets must come to the
conclusion that for some reason1 not
specified, the Government departed from
parliamentary procedure to let the con-
struction and the extension of this line
to the Cardiff leases to a private person
without supervision. Throughout the
jackets no reason is given. What are
the reasons given by the Colonial Secre-
tary ? He wished to avoid a monopoly.
He said there were three companies
already in existence who have a mono-
poly of the coal-amalgamnated. now-and
says he, 11I will give this man the right to
build a. line so that we may bring down
the price of coal." Will members not
reasonably ask that if that was the
object of the Colonial Secretary, why did
he not put some stipulation. into Mr.
Walkeden's contract that the coal should
be purchased at some particular price ?

THE COLOrnAL SECRETARY : Simply
because it was very likely that we would
get the coal under the price stipulated.

Ma. MORAN: We are now told that
the hon. member dlid not dare to put in a
mninimaum price because he hoped to get
the coal at less than the price stipulated.
The Minister would not take any pre-
cautions to get the coal cheaper, because
he depended on Providence and on Mr.
Wsalkeden to get it cheaper. Did anyone
hear a lamer excuse, a. reason based on
more puerile grounds than that? The
hon. member said that already three
companies had amalgamated into one, and
he wished to break down the monopoly.
In order to do that he gives power to one
man to build a line, and he turns round
before the line is built, and has a second
arrangement with another company. The
reasons are absolutely not worthy of
consideratiou for one moment.

THE COLONIAL SERETARtY: Read Mr.
Walkeden's own declaration on the file.

MR. MORAN: Does the Minister want
the information ? Does anything on the
files bind Mr. Walkeden to sell coal at a
certain priceP

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:' Certainly
not.

MR. MORAN: ThenL where is the
necessity to talk about iti The history
of this matter is all in order, up to the
time the heake Government took the
matter over. It is all in order until the
finish of the reign of the late lamented
Premier, the 13th June. The original
arrangement was one which no doubt
meets with the approval of the Govern-
ment. It must meet with their approval
since they have gone farther. Sir Sohn
Forrest thought it would be a good thing
to build a short line of railway to open
up a big piece of country, if the company
would put up £5,000 in th~e Treasury chest,
and show a. working capital of £40,000.
"1Good," said Sir John Forrest, '1 1 shall.
recommend this to Cabinet." He did
make a recommendation to Cabinet, and
Cabinet told the parties, " We shall take
the responsibility of our position as
Ministers and ask Parliament to carry
out the work." That was the decision of
the Forrest Government-to come to the
House and introduce a Bill for the con-
struction of 41-j miles of railway. To
introduce a Bill, indeed, is what recom-
mendation means. The Forrest Govern-
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ment said, ,"We shall take the responsi-
bility, as a party, of our action in this
matter; we shall do what needs to be
done in the proper constitutional fashion."
The Forrest Government proposed to do
the thing in what I venture to say will be
the legal fashion, after this Bill has been
dealt with.

MR. TLrLrNowonRH: That was all that
was done by the Leake Government.

THE PREmiER:- Oh, pardon me! The
Leake Goveruweut signed the agreement.

MR. MORAN: The Premier, no doubt,
is quite right in saying that the Leake
Government signed the agreement.

Tan Panun:m I do not like to see
members attacking Cabinet in that
fashion.

MR. MORAN: In my humble opinion,
the very first flash of light which ilflumin-
ated the mind of the Premier on this
subject came to him after the second
reading had been moved. Prior to that,
the Premier knew nothing whatever about
the measure; he could not make head or
tail Qf it. I venture even to say-the
hon. gentleman can contradict me if he
likes-that he would never have consented
to what has been done if he had been in
control right through. I do not think the
lion. gentleman would have cared to take
on himself such an odious action. Leaving
aside Mr. Ewing. who perhaps has merely
been doing his; best for his constituency,
I debate the question on a higher ground
altogether-on the ground that the pri-
vileges of Parliament. have been attacked.
I repeat, I do not believe the present Pre-
mnier knew anything about thematter; and
I do not think that the late Premier (Mr.
Leake) lived long enough after writing
his last minute on this business to have
an opportunity of changing his mind. I
doubt very much whether Mr. Leake-

THE oLON SAL SECRETARY: What
nonsense!

Mn& MORAN: I am not defending
anybody; that is for everyone to do for
himself.

THE COLONIA.L SECRETARY: Quite so.
I am quite aware of that.

Mn. MORAN: I say the matter passed
on-

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: This is
very much one of your assumptions.

MR. MORAN: I am to assume, then,
on the information of one of Mr. Leake's
colleagues, that the member for Cue

(Mr. flhingworth) knew nothing about
the matter or knew all about it.

TEE COLOrNA SECRETARY: YOU Were
speaking about Mr. Leake just now; not
about the member for Cue.

MR. MORAN: I do not think Mr.
Lea ke lived long enough, after issuing
his' last fiat that a letter should be
written to the people concerned stating
that the work might be taken in hand by
contract, to have an opportunity of
changing his mind. I believe the unfor-
tunate gentleman fell ill and died very
shortly after writing the minute I refer
to. But what does it matter now whether
or not the member for Cue knew all about
the business ? I am attacking the mem-
bers of the present Government for
bringing this Bill before Parliament in
such a fashion. After Sir John Forrest
left, this matter came before Mr.
Throssell's Government, of which I had
the honour to be a member. What did
the Throssell. Ministry do in the matterP
The very same request was made to them
as was made to the present Government.
I want hon. members to note this and
mark it. The very same request to con-
struct this line was made to the Throssell
Government as was made to the Leake
Government; and what was the reply of
the Throssell Government? The reply was
read to the House this afternoon by the
leader of tbe Opposition. The Throssell
Government replied that before anything
could be done, no matter how urgent the
work, however strong the case these people
had made out, the necessities of the
situation were not stronger than the
demands of the sacred rights of Parlia-
ment to the control of the public purse;
the case was not strong enough to j ustif y
the flouting of Parliament, to justify
the Ministry in saying, "1Yes, go ahead
and construct the line ; we will bring in a
Bill afterwards and call it a Collie-Boulder
Railway Bill, but we will not let Parlia-
ment know that you are constructing the
line." That course, however, was in fact
taken by the present Government. It
appears, therefore, that two Governments
dealt with the matter on proper consti-
tutional lines. Although those Govern-
mnents were amply convinced that the
work was a good one so far as the Collie-
Boulder mine was concerned., -neither
Government ever heard of the Collie-
Cardiff mine at all. Both Governments
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laid down hard and fast terms £ 5,000
to be deposited in the public Treasury
and £40,000 working capital to be raised.
The first action of the Leake Government
on attaining power was to reduce the
amount of working capital fixed by the
Throssell Government by £11,000-from
£40,000 to £929,000. The Leake Govern-
ment first let the Collie-Boulder corn-_
pany off £1 1,000 so far as working capital
was concerned. Now we find that the
Leake Government also let the company
off the stipulation that £5,000 was to be
deposited in the Treasury chest. Thus
both the conditions laid down by the
Throssell Government were waived by
the Administration which succeeded
them.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: But these
people were constructing the line at their
own expense.

MRt. MORAN: I am now leading up
to a principle of which, if it be carried to
its logical conclusion, no member can fail
to see the gravity. The Leabe Govern-
ment waived the two conditions of a
working capital of £40,000 and a deposit
in the Treasury of £5,000. Let me say,
in reference to7 the reduction of working
capital, that I do not strongly disagree
with that. Probably the reduction was
a fair thing; perhaps I should have
supported it myself; indeed I will go
so far as to say that any fair-minded
Ministry might have agreed to the reduc-
tion, saying to the company, " You have
£80,000 working capital, and if you can-
not raise the other £10,000 or so it does
not matter: we will waive the condition
to that extent." There was some danger
in even this partial waiving, though not
much harm could result in the present
Case. But now I come to the Teal point,
the shallowness of the excuse given on
behalf of the present Government by the
Colonial Secretary. Supposeamnapplication
were made by a privatecompany to-morrow
to build a railway line from Pilbarra to
Marble Bar, and suppose another appli-
Cation were made b 'y a private company
to build a railway from Esperance to
Coolgardie, and suppose the Ministry in
power said to the applicants, "Yes; we
will recommend these proposals to Parlia-
ment; we will authorise the building of
these lines." Then let us suppose another
Administration takes office and, seeking
shelter behind the excuse given by the

Colonial Secretary, takes upon itself to
say, while Parliament is in recess, "This
line from Pilbarra to Marble Bar, or this
line from Esperance to Coolgardie, is
urgently required, and we waive the con-
dition as to obtaining the consent of
Parliament for the doing of the work;
we cannot wait for Parliament to meet;
we now give you by firm agreement the
right to build these railway lines. Par-
liament won't meet for six months, hut at
the end of that time we shall ask Parlia-
went to recoup you the outlay you have
incurred; if Parliament should refuse to
recoup, you may run the line as a private
railway." Thus the policy of this country
in its most vital particulars would beC
defeated by the irresponsible actions of
what ought to be responsible Ministers.
That is the danger in these matters. It
is all very well to build four miles of rail-
way from Collie to Collie-Boulder; but
who will tell me that the principle will
not apply to the building of 400 miles, if
need be, just the same? Once we depart
from the well-trodden paths of parlia-
mentary government, where shall we land?
That is the whole question before the
House to-night: not Mr. Ewing's concern
in the matter, which can be inquired into
both for his sake and for the sake of the
House. Mr. Ewing's position, however,
has nothing to do with me from the par-
liamentary standpoint. What, Iask, is to
prevent the construction of a line from Pil-
barna to Marble Bar or from Esperance to
Coolgardie during the six months Parlia-
ment is in recess?- These lines could be
constructed right through in six months;
everybody knows that. I guarantee that
the member for Coolgardie (Mr. Mor-
gans) would take a contract to-morrow,
at a price, to build the whole of the
Esperance - Coolgardie railway in six
months, and that plenty' of other men
would be prepared to undertake the
work. The line could be built American
fashion, at the rate of a mile a day.

MR. MORGAN:: Six miles a day.
MR. HOPKiNS: A mile a day would

not finish it in six months.
MR. MORAN: A mile a day would

pretty near finish the line, anyhow.
Even with construction at the rate of a
mile a day, the country might find itself
in a, very queer position at the end of six
months. Here is the very thing done
by the late Government. I do not know
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whether or not the matter was discussed
in Cabinet: the jackets are very vague.
It is plain, however, that the Govern-
ment of the country have once again
departed from the principle of parlia-
mentary control of the expenditure, and
mn a most aggravated fashion. The
Government have ridden roughshod
over the most sacred rights vested in
members of Parliament as representatives
of the people. One of the minutes on
the file is most significant ; that is a
minute written by Mr. Leake, almost the
last minute he wrote. From that paper
it appears that the present Colonial
Secretary, as Minister for Railways.
had agreed with these people that they
might construct the line. Then his
conscience began to prick him, and he
said, "I am exercising my mnind about
the legal aspect of the question." There-
upon the hon. gentleman sent the papers
to his chief, the Attorney General, for
his information. Mr. Leake himself did
not give an opinion. Re was evidently
looking for a way to construct this rail-
way without parliamentary sanction. He
minuted the papers on to Mr. Burnside,
asking, " Will an Act be necessary if this
line goes through private leases F Perhaps
there are roads over which we can build it.
Can wecoustructaprivatetraniwayl" The
late head of the Government was asking
his Crown Law Department, " Where is
something to protect me legally if I give
the power asked for without the sanction
of Parliament-F" All this appears in the
jackets. I do not want to weary the
House by reading extracts, but T am
prepared to refer to the papers if asked to
do so. The papers, I say, were minuted
on by the late Mr. Teake to Mr. Eurnside;
and what was Mr. Burnside's opinion ?
What was the opinion of the Crown Law
advisers to whom Mr. teake applied for
information ? Mr. Burnside gave his
opinion most emphatically, " You cannot
do this work without parliamentary
sanction, without an Act" No reply
appears to have been made to this opinion
by any Minister of the Crown; the
Government absolutely disregarded the
opinion; they went serenely ahead and
gave Mr. Walkeden authority to con-
struct. Later, the matter was again
referred to Mr. IBurnside, as though one
application was not enough. The second
application was in consequence of an

objection raised by Mr. J. T. Short, who
saw that the work could not be dofie as
proposed, and who could not make head
or tail of the papers, which to him seemed
all higgledy-piggledy. ,What was Mr.

4Burnside's second opinion? It was given
ieven more emphatically than his first
opinion, given in about half-a-dozen
words: "You must wait for Parliament
to pass an Act." Then Mr. Burnside
disappears. He had clone his duty; he
had clearly pointed out that in his opinion
there was no power to do what was
proposed to be done, and what has been
done. On each occasion he tells Ministers,
" You must wait for an Act of Parliament,"
as was proposed by Sir John Forrest and
b~y Mr. Throssell. But no; these opinions
are of no avail. The Government go
straight ahead, thoroughly determinedi to
trample on the rights of Parliament.
Their determination is such that nothing
can stop them. The country is going to
ruination for the want of this four and
a-half miles of railway; if this short line
be not built before Parliament meets, the
whole country will be ruined. The fate
of Western Australia depends on the
construction of an urgent public work
which had waited two years since it was
first proposed. I ask the majority
supporting the Government, will they once
more support Ministers in action of this
kindf Will they tamely submit once more?
There is no mistaking the position: the
action of the Government merits theIseverest censure the House can pass. Let

Ius read the Bill a second time this day six
mouths, if you will. We must either
take a firni stand to maintain our privi-
leges or else walk out of the House
altogether and give place to men who
will be prepared to assert their rights.
I repeat, there is tbe utmost danger in
travelling outside the well-worn paths of
responsible government. The excuse
offered by the present Colonial Secretary
is such as would justify an Administra-
tion in allowing the Esp~eranee-Coolgardie
railway line to be constructed by private
individuals even before Parliament has a
chance of saying yea or nay to the pro-
posal. I question whether even the gold-
fields members, to whom the Esperance-
Goldfields line, we are given to under-
stand, means so much, are prepared to
see the rights of Paxliateut trampled on.

ito gain their end.

[ASSEMBLY.] seennd rrading.
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THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: What
about the member for Dundas (Mr.
Thomas) I9

MR. MORAN: This matter is one of the
utmost seriousness. We must not allow
our Parliament to fall away from its best
traditions; we must not allow ourselves
to appear as ignorant of public life; we
do not wish the country to think of the
House as holding no one able and willing
to check the Government in actions such
as this. It should not even go forth
to the country, if it can possibly be
avoided, that the patient majority sittig
behind the Government will remain quiet
while things of this kind -are going on.
This Bill reflects no credit on the Govern-
mnent, but the gravest political disgrace;
and it reflects discredit on any members
who remain silent and see an action like
this accomplished without expressing
their firmest disapproval. There is only
one way of marking our stem disapproval
-by saying, "Take back your Bill;
bring it in again next week, and tell the
truth on the face of it." That is how to
act. It may perhaps be the object of the
member for the Gascoyne (Mr. Butcher),
in moving that the Bill be read this day
six months, simply to give other members
a chance of replying to the lame defence
of the Ministry; and I have no doubt
the hon. member will be quite willing to
withdraw that amendment later, and
allow a decision to be gie on the second
reading against the Bill Then, what
will be the result? If we carry the six-
months amendment, the Government
cannot again introduce the Hill this
session. If it be defeated on the second
reading, the Government are plainly told:
This sub Toam business will not do either
for Government or Opposition; take your
Bill back, ask for leave to introduce a
fresh Bill, and cover your Bill in your
leave." I question whether the title of
th is Bill is not false. (Oe of the rules of
Parliament is that the scope of a Bill
must be clear-ly indicated in the motion
for leave to introduce. This Bill is not
altogether a Collie-Boulder Bill, though
that is one of the four parts of it. The
X16,000 mentioned by the Minister for
Railways--

THE PREMIER: There is a schedule.
MR. MORAN: Will cover the Pro-

netaxry railway, the Wailsend railway
siding, and the Collie-Boulder railway;

and the line ought to be called the Collie
to Collie-Cardiff railway, since we have
just been told that the ultinu. thnle of
the line will be the Collie-Cardiff leases.
If that were stated on the face of it, the
Bill would be honest; but as the Bill
stands it is most dishonest. The Bill
purposes to do something which we all
thought was in the ordinary procedure;
but on the contrary, it covers many
things the House would never have
found out but for a discussion on the
Bill itself, and would never have dreamt
of from a perusal of the title. Why was
not the railway station at the end called
the Collie-Cardiff? I sayv it is very
suspicious in itself that the name of the
Bill hides the fact that the line extends
to another lease. Collie-Boulder is not
the terminal station, but Collie-Cardiff.
The Government might just as well bring
in a measure called the Perth-Coolgardie
Railway Bill, while they intended to
construct the line to Menzies. This is
only less dishonest in degree; the dis-
honesty is there all the time. Here are
the reasons given by the Colonial Secre-
tary for departing from the ordinary
procedure and asking Parliament to con-
sent to this Hill-urgency and necessity;
no reasons at all for allowing any Ministry
to trample on the rights of the House,
or to build a great public work without
the consent of Parliament. Who ever
heard of such a thing? Urgency and
necessity for a public work two months
before Parliament met, to open up a
coalfield that has been in existence for
three years! The Minister made passing
mention of the coal monopoly also;
and I have al ready told him that not one
word in these jackets shows that he
made any attempt to provide against a.
monopoly when this line was built. He
has evidently thought of that. afterwards.

THE MINISTER FOR WORxs: Look
more carefully at the file.

MR. MORAN: I have alreadly asked
the Colonial Secretary, is there anything
in any public jacket to show that Mr.
Walceden is bound to sell the coal at
any priceP and he says, no.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: NO; but
Walkeden said that he is not permanently
connected with any company at the
Collie.

MR. MORAN: Mr. Walkeden kindly
says: "Dear Mr. Colonial Secretary,
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build me a line, and I will let you have
the coal cheap." " Right, Walkeden,"
says the Colonial Secretary, " the line is
yours." That is the sum and substance
of the agreement entered into. It is an
oral agreement. Which of the parties
has the best end of it-this country or
Walkeden-I leave members to decide on
the Colonial Secretary's explanation. The
Colonial Secretary said that if we had
competition, coal would be 10s. a ton;
yet we have already been told that we had
three separate companies before, and they
became amalgamated into one; although
the addition of one more company is
going to break down the mon oply, even
though the Colonial Secretary makes no
stipulation that he shall get his coal at a
fixed price! And what is the reason
why he would not fix his coal at I Os. ?
Because kind-hearted Mr. Walkeden
would then be obligred to sell at 10s, and
could not give it to him for 9s. There-
fore the Colonial Secretary said: "I shall
not tie this philanthropic gentleman to
10s. a ton; I1 shall leave it to him; I
may get it for 2s. 6d. if I only give
Walkeden railway" s enough." This is the
kind of foolish and puerile thing we have
to listen to in this Parliament!

Tm COLONIAL SE:CRETARY: That is
your criticism (if it

Nip. MORAN: " 1Out of the months of
babes and sucklings."

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: You are
younger than 1.

MR. MORAN: You know the proverb
about the old fool and the young fool.
This is the only excuse so far offered.
We shall have another later on. I have
no doubt we shall have farther excuses
bit by bit; but we shall try t~o meet them
as they come along. " And," says the
Oolonial Secretary, " with this object in
view, the Government decided not to
wait for Parliament, but to allow Mr.
Walkeden to construct this railwa~y, as
Mr. Leake says, as a contractor."

MR. ILLINOWORTH: At his own risk.
MsI. MORAN: Exactly. Well, if Mr.

Walkeden is willing to construct the rail-
way at his own risk, another manr would
build the Esperance-Coolgardie line at
his own risk.

MR. HAYWARD: No one would be fool
enough to do it.

Ma.. MORAN:. The hon. member
interjecting will put his foot in it, and

will be nipped as surely as possible. If
he is; willing to vote for a motion that
private enterprise be allowed to construct
the Esperance-Coolgardie line, I will
guarantee he will have half-a-dozen offers
before the week is out. He asks us,
would anybody be fool enough to do it?
There are foos enough in this World to
build that Esperance line, and with
money enough to build it. It is
said, 11A fool and his money are soon
parted ;" but I question whether the
member for Danbury (Mr. Hayward) is
willing to allow any fool to build the
Esperance railway; and therefore that is
a shallow argument. And] I venture to
say there are fools enough in this country
to build the Por't Ifedlanad-Pilbarra rail-
Way. [MR. HOPKINS: No fear.] There
is no question of it. Now we come to
the point that the £5,000 deposit con-
dition was abrogated. I wondei if that
company has spent £5,000 up to date, I
wonder whether it would have spent
£5,000 before this Bill was passed. I
say it would not.

A. HAYWARD:- It has spent more
than that now,

Ma. MORAN: It may or it may not
have done so, since we are told there was
no Government supervision up till a. few
days ago. And who knew how much
the company will spend? What is there
on the face of that agreemiient to show
that the company must spend so much in
a, given time? What is there to show
that before Parliament shall consider this
question the Government mnust have the
deposit of £5,000 from the company in
the fonm of work done? But again, is
not this simply an aggravation of the
crime? It does not at all palliate the
fact that the Government have allowed
the man to build the line himself by con-
tracting without the consent of Parlia-
ment; have allowed him the right to go
over Crown lands without the consent of
Parliament. The same conditions might
apply to the Esperance railway. The
syndicate undertake to put down a deposit
of say £50,000, as a guarantee that
they will build the Esperance railway
line; and they also say to the Govern-
ment: " Besides this £50,000 we have
half a million in hand to go on with
the work. Do not wait for Parlia-
ment; the work is very urgent; give
us the right to construct this line,

[ASS EmBLY.] Second reading.
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and we will go ahead with it." " Cer-
taily" aythe Government; " 1we do

no ateven your deposit. Go aheadl."
Why, that would be an aggravation of
the offence. It is giving such people
£250,000 extra money to interfere with
the high policy of this country before
Parliament can interfere with them. It
is putting more money in their hands to
interfere with the high policy of this
Parliament with respect to its main
trade routes. Next we are told some-
thing by the geological expert of the
Government, the Colonial Secretary-and
I maintain he does know something about
geology: he was 12 months bry-blowing
in the back blocks of the North-West: I
dare say he is as good a judge of a potato
patch as any member in Western Aus-
tralia. The bon. member is a judge of
gold-mining country. Of that I am well
aware. I believe there is probably none
better in this House. except the member
for Coolgardie (Mr. Morgans). The
Colonial Secretary is a good authority on
gold country; but I respectfully submit
to him that a gold expert and a coal ex-
pert are as different as night from day.

THE COLONA SECRETARY: This geo-
logical map is not my work, but the work
of the Government Geologist.

MR. MORAN: And we are deliber-
ately told by the Colonial Secretary that
past a certain granite bar the Collie coal
of Western Australia cats out.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Not of
Western Australia.

MR. MORAN: And it appears that
the only object he had in view was to
cross the bar, his only ambition was to
cross the rubicon--

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: No; you
axe wrong.

Mn. MORAN: Of this granite bar, and
enter into the Gaul of the Collie-Cardiff
leases.

Tar CoronIA. SECRETARY: That is
incorrect.

Ma. MORAN: He says: " Why did I
stop my railway in Collie-Cardiff and not
in Collie-Boulder?" He first said, as an
excuse, that if he had stopped in Collie-
Boulder, Parliament was impotent for
evermore to get nights of way beyond
that point. A more foolish argument
was never advanced by a responsible
Minister. Parliament is supreme always.
can go everywhere with railway lines.

That is a most trashy argument. Par-
liament has full right of resumption of
the whole surface of every lease issued,
when Parliament wishes to construct a
railway or a tramway. It is most absurd
to say, "1We did not stop in the Collie-
Boulder lease because we did not wish to
give Walkeden the power for all time to
block the next mine from getting a rail-
way.,,

Tnx COLONIAL, SECRETARY: YOU couldI
not force them to build a railway there.

MR. MORAN: He now abandons that
position, and says: " You could not force
Mr. Walkeden to build that line in the
future, unless you catch him now." Now
let us consider what is the meaning of
that remark. It means that the Colonial
Secretary and the Ieake Government put
their thumb on Mr. Walkeden, and said,
"You build that line of yours into the
Collie-Cardiff, or you shall not build it at
all."

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: NO0.
MR. MORAN: The Colonial Secre-

tary has just said : "But we could not
force Mr. Walkeden to build a line
farther afterwards." Am I misquoting
the hon. member? I do not care what
position he takes up, I will give him
permission to change his front again if
he likes.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Misrepre-
senting.

MR. MORAN: The hon. gentleman is
helpless. He has got to that stage of
impotence when he says, " You are mis-
representing me." He first abandons
the position that the Government could
not have rights of way over the line
because the railway stopped there. After
a short time he takes up the position
that they could not force Mr. Walke-
den-

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: never
took up the first position at all.

Mu. MORAN ; 1 appeal to the House
if the hon. gentleman did not give it as
an explanation for extending that line
from one lease into the other, that they
dlid not want to give Mr. Walkeden a
monopoly of the traffic and a right to
atop that line from going any farther. If
that is not the reason, someone else will
follow me on the Ministerial bench and
give us the real reasons. These are the
shallowest of excuses, because railways
stop in all sorts of places, and when
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they want to go on they do so. No one
can set a limit to the civilisation in this
country. Great works may crop up and
a railway may go thlrouh them. No

one an st alimit to the ollie C oalfields
development down south. I want to
know why Mr. Walkeclen should have
to take the risk of building the line on to
the Cardiff leases. Let us come to that
phase of the question-the worse phiase
of it--the danger which the House may
do in throwing this Bill out, or the
danger there may be in a decision that
the Bill he read this day six mouths. Mr.
Walkeden would then he bound by his
agreement with the Government. They
forced him to build the line on to Mr.
Ewving's Cardiff leascs. What good
does Mr. Walkeden or his company get
out of that ? Why should he be nailed
down by an agreement to build a line at
his own cost into Mr. Ewing's lease?
Will someone explain that question ?
Willsome Governmentsupportersexplain,
if the Government will not? Mr. Ewing
has been let off every condition of his
proposals to the Government. A good
man, is Mr. Ewing! It is not his business
to keep) the Government uip to the deal.
He is looking after himself, and, Mr.
Ewing is not supposed to tell the Govern-
ment that he promised to put up £5,000.
Mr. Ewing said, " I will put £5,000 up
if you will extend the railway to my lease,
and, farther than that, T will guarantee
to put £20,000 guaranteed capital." Mr.
Ewing finds that he can get the Govern-
ment to do that without the payment of
£6,000 and without getting the capital of
£20,000. He does not say, " No; I will
not allow you to build the railway to my
leases, bemause I have not got the money."
What a foolish man he would be to do
that. The Government are the chief
sinners in this question, and not Mr.
Ewing. If Mr. Ewing were able to bring
any influence, good, bad, or indifferent on
the Government, that does not absolve
the Government, no matter how much
Mr. Ewing may be to blame in bringing
pressure on the Government.

MR. EWING: I did not.
Ma. MORAN: I did not say you did.
Mn. EWING: Why are youi inferring itP
MR. MORAN: I am not inferring any-

thing of the sort. I say, what does it
matter as far as Mr. Ewing is concernedP
What has the lease to do with the

parliamentary position? I will go this
far and say that if Mr. Ewing found the
Government were going to build a rail-
way over his lease, and he knew he could
not fulfil the conditions of the £5,000
and the working capital, it is a very moot
point whether it was any of his business
to go and tell the Government whether
he could get it or not. I do not think it
was. You cannot tie the mouth of the
country and the Press of the country, and
it is no use living in a fool's paradise
about this matter. The Press of the
country, a large section of it, has accused
Mr. Ewing of receiving gratuities from
the Government through the extension of
this railway line on to his lease. Prima
facie there must be some explanation
given of why the railway should run
there. Mr. Ewing cannot prevent accusa-
tions being made against us by the Press
of the country. We have all had them
made, and worse than this, many times
perhaps.

MR. EWING: What PressF
MR. MORAN: I ama not going to

distinguish.
Mn. EWING: You bad better dis-

ttiish.
MR. MORAN: T am not going to

distinguish.
MR. EWING: Not the reputable Press.
MR. MORAN: The hon. member does

not understand what is a reputable
Press. Every Press is reputable which
the law tolerates and which the people
buy largely. I have been hit just as
hard as any man in this House, and a
bit harder than most of them. You
cannot draw these invidious distinctions
one way or the other, sand I remember
the time in this House when, if the
Forrest Ministry had been sitting there
and one of their big Government sup-
porters had a thing like this done or was
connected with it, the whole of the
Opposition, comprising Messrs. Leaks,
Simpson, James, Kingsmill. Gregory, and
Wallace, would have made this House
ring with accusations. It does not sit
well in the mouth of the present Colonial
Secretary to wax so virtuously indignant
over the very gentle accusations made by
the leader of the Opposition. Let him
cast his memory back to a few years ago.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: I do not
think I did so, personally.
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Ma. MORAN: I do not think the
Colonial Secretary ever did. That is one
of the things I admire the Colonial Secre-
tary for. I believe lie is one of the most
open-hearted and straightforwvard mew-
berg of thelHouse. That is quite true, but
the hon. gentleman will not deny that
others did so, and very bitterly and badly
too. He was the whip of the party tha
did these things, and although he did not
do them himself he voted with those who
did, and he was a member of the party.
Is it not quite right that this thing should
be put forward ?' Is it not right that the
bon. member should have an opportunity
of explaining the position? Would it
not have been far better if the Minister
for Railways had come before this House
and detailed the whole history of these
circumstances from beginning to endP
Why did we not have this explanation
about the extension to the Collie-Cardiff
leases when the Railway Bill was first

L roposed ? Why should the Government
hve waited till we had to force it from

them; and why should the member for
the South-West Mining District have
waited? Why did he not come and ex-
plain the matter at once? Why did not
the present Minister for Railways, in
introducing the muatter, tell us it was a
comprehensive proposal to cover the ex-
penditure on three mines, to build the
railway line to the Collie-Boulder, and,
farther than that, on to the Collie-Cardiff
lease? That would have been a fair
position for those members to take up.
The hon. gentleman tried to take the
point that the granite border is a barri er
to any farther hope) of fandin 'g coal, except
just inside the Collie-Cardiff leases. I
speak subject to correction, but I believe
the railway line, where it does touch the
Collie-Cardiff leases, is of no use to the
Collie-Cardiff seam at all.

MR. EWING: Absolutely wrong.
MR. MORAN: It is of great valueV
ME. EWING : Just where it ought to be.
MR. MORAN: That is a great Conson-

lation to the hon. member. He did not
wait to ask for this line to be extended,
hut he wakes up and finds it is just
where it ought to be.

MR. Ewiwo: You are inferring again-
ME. MORAN: I am not inferring at

all.
MR. EWING: Why not wake straight-

forward statements?

MR. MORAN: I have said I do not
blame the hon. member in the slightest
degree.

MR. EWING: What do you mean by it?
MR. MORAN: It is a very lucky thing

to find the Government have come along
and built the railway just where it ought
to be.

MR. EwiNo : It was never asked for.
MR. MORAN: The hon. member says

it was never asked for. All the more the
generosity on the part of the Govern-
ment. They actually gave this railway
to the Collie-Cardiff without being asked
for it. It behoves members of this
House to be on the alert. A most bene-
ficent Government, a most far seeing
Government, it puts railway lines exactly
where they ought to he- [TH COLONIAL
SECRETARY: Hear. hear]-in order that
the country may be developed, in order
that the member who represents the
South-West Mining District may be able
to tell his constituents that he has been
successful in getting public money spent
in his district: "not," says the hon.
member, " by asking for it-I did not
do that; I did not do my duty ; but by
standing afar Off on a lonely hillside and
looking with loving gaze to the Govern-
ment, pointing my finger to the Collie-
Cardiff lease, and never saying a word."
Then we had a prospectus speech on the
Comei-cardiff leases by the Colonial
Secretary. I my- self Used to do a bit in
the way of lease promoting. I. would not
hesitate a moment, if I were floating that
Collie-Cardiff prioperty to-morrow-

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: YOU
know it was not with that object.

%Ia. MORAN: If I presume to
initerpret the inner feelings of the hon.
member, he will tell me I am not gifted
with second sight. I say the Minister
made a defence of the Collie-Cardiff leases
as a business proposition.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: I am not
a coal expert.
I ME. MORAN: The English people

Ican find that out themselves. A gentle-
man who has spent 12 long years in the
North-West is of opinion that the Collie
property* is magnificent, and asserts that

*the Government hope to get thousands of
tons of coal with good advantage, that

*they are building a railway, and that the
Government are finding an expert to
appraise the value. What the hon. mem-
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her could want better than that, I do not
know. I am very doubtful whether, as
has been said, £2,500 has been spent on
this lease. I doubt it very much.

THE MINqISTER FOE MINES: There
are over 850 feet in bores.

Mn. MORAN: Eight hundred and
odd feet of bores, we are told, put down.
What is the average price of boring
that country? I suppose about 10s. at
foot. [MEMBER: Ohi no, £21.] Let us
go by what appears on the files. I can
only find in the whole of these jackets a
statement that, to make the most of it,
shows that £800 has been spent. That
the Government decided to put a railway
there is a point in regard to which I
defy contradiction. The hon. member
himself, and Mr. Parker ini writing, both
stated that about £400 or £2500 had
been spent at the time the Leake Govern-
ment decided to extend the railway line.

Mr. EWING: You are wrong there.
MR. MORAN: There never was a

statement madte by the hon. member for
the South- West Mining District that
more than £1,000 had been spent.

MR. EWING: I made a statement to-
night that over £2,000 had been spent.

MR. MORAN: You stated that to.
night, but the Government stated two or
three months ago that at the time any
claim was made £400 had been spent.

ME. EWING: That is not true.
MR. MORAN: I am going by the

files. Then we have a, declaration by the
Colonial Secretary, and I call the atten-
tion of the House to the final act, just
belore the curtain is rung dlown-the
hon. member's highly indignant remon-
strances with the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and his statement that " under the
same circumstances I would do the same
thing again."1

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes.
MR. MORAN: The hon. member says

"Yes." Is that not the danger that has
been showing all the time? If aproposal
came along for the construction of the
Esperance railway line, the hon. member
would again act " in the same set of
circumstances."

THE COLONIAL, SECRETARY: They
would not be the same set of circum-
stances at all.

MR. MORAN: Exactly the same. If
a seam of coal is discovered bali-way
between Esperance and Norsemnan and a

bore is put down, there will be similar
circumstances, and the hon. member
would act exactly the same.

Tun COLONIAL SECRETARY: It has
not, though.

MR. MORAN :What the Minister
means is that although two Ministries
had agreed to consult Parliament over
a public work, although his late leader
had agreed to consult Parliament over
the work, although his own Cabinet had
agreed to consult Parliament over a
certain work, and although a stipulation
was made for a big deposit to protect the
country, in all these cases-in a similar
set of circumstances-he would give
power for the construction of the
work by agreement, from one point to
another, and Parliament would be con-
sulted after the act was done. That is
what the Colonial Secretary means, or he
means nothing. Let us say that the
Collie-Cardiff leases had been 40 miles
off, that would not make one tittle of
difference in the principle whatever;
although two Ministries bad decided to
recommend the construction of the line
to Parliament, the Colonial Secretary,
when it was pointed out that the matter
was an urgent one, would say " Oh, very
well, go into the office; make an agree-
ment to build this line as a contractor; and
after six months' work is done we will
begin to supervise you. Have a good
fling in the meantime, and we will take
the chance of Parliament paying you for
the work."

MR. ILLINGIVOUTE: What about the
Kurrawang railwa 'y P

MR. MORAN: That brings up the
point Mr. L~esko raised. Is it not pos.
sible to build a tramway in that connec-
tion, because Parliament gives power to
do a certain thing, acting under a pre-
scribed right. But when Cabinet says
that this public work needs the sanction
of Parliament and a Bill is introduced
into the House calling it a railway, if
this Bill shows 40 miles of line, and is
urgent, the Colonial Secretary will give
the power again. Every file, every jacket,
can be gone through by members, and the
whole history of the case is plainly seen.
The decision of the Teake Cabinet to
consult Parliament is changed to give the
construction to Mr. Walkeden without
consulting Parliament at all. That
chanige takes place without any reason
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appearing on the files, and later on Mr.
Ewing comes into the matter. There is
a letter from Mr. Ewing and that is the
first time we hear of the Collie-Cardiff
leases.

MR. EWING: You did not see it. That
is explained. You say there is a letter
from Mr. Ewing. There is not a. letter
from Mr. Ewing on the file.

MR. MORAN : That is a direct
challenge.

MV. EWING: Asking for the extension
of the line at that particular time.

MRl. MORAN:- Unless the file has
been taken away I wil find Mr. Ewinig's
letter. They are all Public Works files,
except one railway file and one Prewier's
file.

MR. EWING : The letter you are
referring to is dated 12th March, 1902.
You can have it if you like.

Aft. MORAN: Here is a blank sheet
on this file, with a minute in red ink:
" Mr. Ewing's letter has been detached,
and placed on the Premnier's file." This
is what Mr. Holmes said, in response to
Mr. Ewing-Mr. Holmes had a suspicion
of the whole thing-and he said "1Let me
know what promises were made, and to
what extent Mr. Parker is committed."
And here is the reply, to Mr. John Ewing
-1 do not suppose the department
replied to a letter that it did not receive:

In reply to your letter of the 12th inst. with
reference to the extension of the railway from
the Proprietary Mine to the Boulder Coal
Company's property. I have the honouar, by
direction of the Commissioner of Railways, to
inform you that Cabinet will reconmmend this
extension to Parliament.

MR. EWING: I read that myself.
Mn. MORAN:- That letter is not dated,

but there is a minute at the bottom
which says " passed through on the 2nd
August"; so that the latter would be
written sometime in July. Here is
another letter from Mr. Ewing; hut why
read them? I stated, the first intimation
we have of the Cardiff leases is the reply
to a letter from Mr, Ewing, asking thbat
the line be extended on to his leases. We
find it was the request of the member
that this line be extended.

MR. EWING: Excuse me, you are
wrong. You are talking about the
present Bill before the House. That
does not refer to the present Bill at all.

Mn. MORAN:- I find here yet another
letter from Mr. Ewing, this time in his

own handwriting. It is on page 17 of
this file. I will read this letter:-

Reerring to previous correspondence, and
to the letter from the Under Secretary of Rail-
ways to mnyself, daterd 29th July, 1901, upon
the subject of the extension of the railway
from the Proprietary Mine to the Collie-
Boulder Coal Company's property, I have now
the honour to inform you that I am in receipt
of a cable from England, stating that the
Collie Coal Trust of Western Australia,
Limited, had provided a sum of £20,O0 as
capital for working the Collie-Cardiff leases,
which immediately adjoin the 'Boulder Com-
pany's leases, and that tbis sum would be
immediate-ly available, if the Government
guaranteed to complete the railway to the
property.

MiR. EWING : I have the cable here. I
read it to-night.

MR. MORAN:, The member for the
South-West Mining District was urging
the Government to extend the railway to
his property, and lie gives his bonafidee.

MR. EWING : Up to thatt date.
MR. MORAN: I do not accuse the

member of acting in any way but honest
up to that. date. I know what English
companies are. They deceive us all,
they let us in if they can.

Mx. EVING:, These are pure business
letters.

Ma. MORAN: Certainly. This is
replying to the request about openting up
new country, and the member for the
South-West Mining District brought it
directly uinder notice first. He says
farther in this letter:.-

The company is prepared to deposit the sm
of £25,000 as a guarantee of their bone fides,
and I should be glad if you will place the matter
before the Cabinet to-day, in order that you
may be in a position to give meadeflaite reply
as to whether the Governm6nit will guarantee
the construction of the railway. - (Signed)
JOHN EwwNO.

Mn. EWING: Certainly.
Mx. MORAN: There is a direct request

from the member to extend the railway
for reasons given. Here is the Public
Works file, and on it there is a letter
from John Ewing to the Minister for
Railways, " Subject, Extension of Collie-
Cardiff~ line- application form." This is
the first official intimation I can find in
the jackets of the Collie-Cardiff Coin-
pany being referred to.

TE OoLoNuI SECRETARY: What is
the date?

MR. MORAN: It is dated l11/3/O2.
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Ma. EWING: That is the same trans-
action.

MR. MORAN: This is the cover of the
jacket: "Collie-Cardiff tease." And there
is a direct reply to Mr. Ewing, and a
direct application for the same, and this
is the point I am coming to. The member
for the South-West Mining District was
acting entirely within his rights up to
this date-absolutely ; and if hie thought
an English company would work the line
he was entitled to the railway line, as
Walkeden was. If the Government saw
that there were no bona flde8 they bad no
right to make the line for Walkeden.
We have the Collie-Cardiff dragged in
here directly in reply to a letter from the
member for the South-West Alining Dis-
trict, and the Colonial Secretary has said
that the member for the South -West
Mining District never did ask for this
line. We find in the handwriting of Mr.
Kingsmill-

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Not at his
instance.

Mu. MORAN: Here is a minute in the
handwriting of Mr. Kingsnsill

Cabinet has decided that the Government
shall build this line. The companies in-
terested-
The companies, be it noted:
are to put up satisfactory guarantees, accom-
panied by substantial deposits, that the
amount of their working capital is to be spent
in development work in their mines. In the
event of this condition not being carried out,
the deposits to be forfeited.
Then the minute proceeds:-

The subject of guarantee and deposits may
be considered subsequently as regards the
amounts by conference. Kindly reply -"above
to Mr. Ewing.
The then Minister for Railways laid it
down that Cabinet had instructed him
to say that the company would be treated
in the same way as other companies. The
minute continues:

The amount to be fixed, however, will be a
matter of detail to be fixed by arrangement
afterwards.
The amount in the case of the Collie-
Cardiff mine was fixed afterwards by
conference. Mr. Ewing admits having
been in conference with the Colonial
Secretary on the subject.

THE: COLONIAL SECRcETRY: It was
Dot fixed then, you know.

MR. MORAN: The amount must have
been fixed by conference afterwards.

Deposits and guarantees in the case of
the Collie-Cardiff mine being a matter of
detail, were fixed at nothing. In the
case of Mr. Walkeden, the amount fixed
by conference later was X5,000 deposit
and £30,000 working capital: the amount
fixed by conference in the case of Mr.
Ewing, as representing the Colle-Cardiff
mine, was nothing deposit and nothing
working capital. Yet Mr. Ewing got
the railway all the same.

MR. EWING: That is absolutely untrue.
You are not dealing with the question;
you are misrepresenting from start to
finish.

MR. MORAN: On my word, I do not
wish to misrepresent.

MR. EWING: You are doing so, never-
theless.

MR. MORAN: Here are the Govern-
mnent files stating that Mr. Ewing is to
make certain deposits and to give certain
guarantees in the event of the line being
constructed to theCollie-Cardiff mine, and
we find that not a penny of deposit and
no guarantee as to working capital were
obtained. I am not accusing the member
for the South-West Mining District in
this connection; I am accusing the Gov-
erumeut. The hon. member in himself
does not constitute Parliament. The
member for the South- West Mining
District does not control the public
expenditure.

THE PREMrIR: He controls a fiftieth
Jpart, at all events.

MR. MORAN: In this connection I
am accusing the Colonial Secretary, who
appears to be the whole Government.
Here, in these files, Mr. Ewing is to be
found wiring time after time, asking
for interviews. In one instance the inter-
view is held with another Minister because
the then Minister for Railways was absent
from Perth. In one Case, Mr. Ewing
requests that an interview be granted
him, in company with whom? He
asks: "Will you receive myself and Mr.
Walk-eden ?" There could not have been
much enmity between Mr. Ewing and Mr.
Walkeden at that date, or if there was,
the compulsion on either Mr. Ewving's
part or Mr. Walkeden's must have been
extreme. Then comes what I maintain
is the fatal error in the whole business:
the teake Government, in spite of the
advice of Mr. Burnside, in spite of the
advice of Mr. Short, in spite of everybody
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and everything, decided to allow Mr.
Walkedeni to build his line, but to compel
him to carry it on to Mr. Ewing's mine,
forgetting all about the fact that Mr.
Ewing had paid no deposit and had
guaranteed no working capital. I come
now to a point not touched by the
leader of the Opposition, but a most
vital point. I turn to Mr. Walkeden's
interpretation of the agreement ar-
rived at in the interview be had with
the Minister. We do not find many
records of these interviews on the files of
the department; but this is a record
which apparently has been overlooked,
which certainly has not been contradicted.
Mr. Wallreden rites to the Minister:-

I believe I correctly understood you to say
that the lessees of the leases to the north and
south-eat of our company's mines will be
required to state their approval or otherwise
of the proposed location of the line.

Mr. Walkeden writes that interpretation
of the agreement to the Minister, and
the Minister accepts that interpretation.
This letter must have been written about
the time when some pressure was brought
to bear on Mr. Walkeden to get his line
built. Why should the approval of the
Collie-Cardiff people, and not that of the
Minister, be requiredP Why should Mr.
Walkeden before being allowed to build a
line to his own mine be compelled to
obtain the sanction of Mr. Ewing for the
location P There is the paragraph of Mr.
Walkeden's letter saying so.

MR. EWING: That is Mr. Walkeden's
own suggestion.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: Because
it was a railway for the whole of the
south-eastern coalfield, and not alone for
Mr. Walkeden's mine.

MR. MORAN: The member for the
South-West Mining District was about
to take up another line of argument, but
the Colonial Secretary forestalled him.
The Colonial Secretary says that Mr.
Walkeden agreed to the proposed location
of the line being sanctioned by others
because the line was intended to serve
the whole of the south-western coal-
fields.

THE COLOILa SECRETARY: No; the
whole of the south-eastern Collie field.

MR. MORAN: Therefore Mr. John
Ewing was consulted as railway expert to
fix the location of the line-

Tax COLONIAL SECRETARY: Oh!

MRs. MORAN: I have yet to learn
that when a public work is to be con-
structed, the opinion of Mr. John Ewing
is to be sought as to its location. I
should think the best course would have
been to ask the Engineer-in-Chief instead
of leaving that officer in the dark for
three months. I should think the best
thing would have been to take the
opinion of the whole of the Collie fields
on such a public work as this, and to
obtain the opinion of the responsible
officers of the Works lDepartment on its
location. But no. Who is to decide the
location of this proposed railway line?
Whom does the Minister refer Mr.
Walkeden to as the person to decide?
The owner of the Collie-Cardiff leases.

MR. EWING: That is absolutely
untrue.

MR. MORAN: Does the hon. member
doubt that. I am reading the files
correctly ?

Tax COLONIAL SECRETARY: That is
not Mr. Walkeden's letter.

MR. EWING: That is your interpreta-
tion.

MR. MORAN: "One at a time,
please," as the magpie said to the
parrots.

[MR. DIAMOND interjected.]
MR. MORAN: Now we have a third

railway expert entering the lists. The
member for the Fremantle Harbour
Trust says that the letter represents one
man's attempt to shake some other man's
boots, or something equally relevant I
do not know what the hon. member is
referring to. The Minister, however,
says-and I pay strict attention to the
Minister-that the approval of Mr. John
Ewing bad to be sought because the line
was intended for the whole of the south-
west -

TH E COLO NIAL SECRETARY : No; for
the south-eastern portion of the Collie
fields.

MR. MORAN: The owner of the
Collie-Cardiff leases was to decide the
location of the line.

THE COLONIA SECRETARY: That is
not in the letter. That is merely your
construction, your comment.

MR. MORAN: Paragraph 8 contains
a still stronger proviso. Mr. Walkeden,
interpreting the agreement arrived at
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between the Minister and himself,
says

Also, those companies are to accept an equal
responsibility in any reqired guarantee or
indemnity in favour of your Government,
In writing this, Mr. Walkeden is epito-
wuising for the benefit of the Minister
the agreement arrived at in the interview
between them. Mr. Walkeden was led
to suppose, on the word of the 'Minister,
that the Collie-Cardiff people would take
their share of the responsibility and of
the guarantee.

Ma. EWING: And the Proprietary
people, too. Please be far.

MR. MORAN: That is worse again.
MR. EWING:' Well, be fair. The

whole of them were to take their share of
the responsibility ; but the thing has
been changed.

Mx. MORAN: The matter is getting
worse audworse. It now appears that the
Government, instead of relieving only one
company of its share of responsibility,
relieved three. It appears that one man
had to do the work for four.

THE ]PREMIER: But that one man was
satisfied, He has not complained.-

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY: There was
no compulsion on him.

M&. MORAN: As to the matter of
compulsion, perhaps We shall hear Mr.
Walkeden later.

THE PREMIER: We have been hearing
Mr. Walkeden a good deal to-night.

Ma. MORAN: No. The hon. gentle-
man has not yet heard Mr. Walkeden.
No doubt it was a great sin on the part
of the leader of the Opposition to take a
tip from Mr. Walkeden in this business
and look up the agreement. A great
sang has been made abhout this;j but does
it do away with the fact that the agree-
ment was foundP

Mn. EwrING: No harm if it was found.
Mn. MORAN: What was the harm,

then in Mr. Wal keden's telling the leader
of the Opposition about it?

THE PREMIER: No harm; but the
leader of the Opposition would not
acknowledge having been told.

Mn. MORAN: The fact is that the
agreement was there, and that but for
somebody or other it would not have
come' out. But for the leader of the
Opposition, or Mr. Walkeden, or any
other equally irresponsible person, Parlia-

went would never have heard of that
agreement.

THE PREMIER:- Oh, I protest! You
must not call the leader of the Opposition
equally irresponsible with Mr. Walkeden.
That is not fair to ]Parliament.

Mn, MORAN: There is an equal degree
of responsibility on both in this case.

THE PREuIER: That is what I thought,
exactly.

MR. MORAN: In reference to inform-
ing the House of the existence of a
document in the charge of Ministers,
there is equal responsibility on everybody
except, it appears, on Ministers. How
are we to know of the existence of these
documents? Does the hon. gentleman--

THE PREMIER: I only wanted to pro-
test against your statement that-

Mit. MORAN: The less the lady pro-
tests, the better.

Tan PREMIER: It was not quite right
of you, I submit, to suggest-

MR. MORAN: What is your point of
orderP

THE ]PREMIER: I maintain it was not
fair of you to suggest-

MnR. MORAN: Is this in order, Mr.
SpeakerP

THE SPEARER:- No; there is no point
of order.

THE PREMIER: I do not like to see the
leader of the Opposition branded as
irresponsible.

Mn. MORAN: I do wish the leader of
the iousewould majataina little decorum,
anyhow. The point is that Mr. Walkeden
was allowed to suppose that every com-
pany concerned would have to hear its
equal share of the responsibility, cost,
and risk. If Parliament -were to decline
to pass the Bill, Mr. Walkeden would
find himself in the position of having
spent £18,000 for the benefit of other
companies. That position, I say, is most
unfair. Why should. Mr. Ewing and the
Collie-Cardiff leases have been let off the
the guarantee and the deposit?- Why
should the line have been built at all, if
three other companies failed in their
guaranteee Indeed, why was the line
built at all?

THE COLONIAL, SEcRESTARY:. Mr.
Walkeden knew exactly the terms oin
which he was buildin the l ine.

Ma. MORAN: In some most mys-
terious fashion the cost of the line has
been increased from £10,000 to.£16,000.

[ISSEMBLY.] Second reading.



Colle-Bulde Bil~9 SEPTMBER, 1902.] eodraig

I ask now, what was the amiotut of Mr.
Walkeden's contract? I maintain the
amount is not within £6,000 of the sum
I have mentioned-£16,000. What is
Mr. Walkeden going to do with the other
£6,000?P The original proposal, as laid
down by Sir John Forrest, was to build a
line costing £8,000, sidings included.
Does the Minister for Works and Rail-
ways dispute that fact?

Tia E MiNnsms Fon Woass: I dispute
niothing and admit nothing.

MR. MORAN: The original estimate
was £8,000; and it was pointed out by
the Railway Construction Branch that
this amount could be reduced and that
the line need not cost so much money.
Then comes the Collie-Cardiff proprie-
tary, and the line is extended, and an
alteration is made, and the contract is
commenced by Mr. Walkeden under comn-
pulsion.

Mn. EwrxG: That is not so.
Ma. MORAN. It is not so, as far as

the member for the South-West Mining
District is concerned. I do not regard
that hon. member as doing anything
but what is best for his electorate and
himself. Of course, we know it is im-
possible that any member living in his
electorate and taking an interest in it
should not be benefited. by every public
work constructed in that electorate. Every
public work which benefits the district
must benefit himu personally.

Ma. EwiaG:- That is the most generous
thing you have said yet.

Ma. MORAN: I wish to be generous;
in this matter, I would rather be generous
than just. The original estimate of cost,
however, was £8,000; whilst the amount
asked for now, by the Bill submitted to
Parhliment, is £16,000. No explanation
has been given of the doubling of the
original amount. If I am not mistaken,
the member for the Murray (Mr. Atkins)
knows all about this line. Probably
he could tell us a thing or two about
the proposed expenditure of £16,000.
There is no occasion to make farther
reference to these jackets; we have amply
proven our case. Leaving the hon, mnem-
her (Mr. Ewing) altogether out of it, we
have proved that the Government have4

flouted Parliament in connection with
this matter. They have faied to inform
the House of the facts till the information
is dragged out of them; they have corn-

mitted the country to a railway to be
built by a private contractor over Crown
lands, and not supervised by an engineer,
and afte-rwards to be taken over from the
contractor by the Government. They
have failed to give us any information as
to the scope of the Bill, the title of the
Bill being false on the face of it, for it
does not tell us the whole truth or any
considerable patrt of IL The Minister for
Railwahys, in introducing the Bill, does
not condescend to give us the slightest
information. The Colonial Secretary, in
his defence, admits that he went outside
the instructions of his Cabinet. The
Government went hack on their intention
of h olding Mr. Ewing to a £5,000 deposit
and the working capital. They made a
firm agreement with one man who had
already raised his money, who was pinned
to the ground with £30,000 lying in the
bank, and who could have been told,
" Unless you build this railway, that
agreement will not be signed "; and he
consents to put it on Mr. Ewing's leases;
sad for the sake of getting his own rail-
way, he is to carry the burden of at least
one company--we are now told of two-
and the Collie-Cardiff leases and all the
surrounding leases get the full benefit
of the transaction. I maintain it is
the duty of this House to throw out
the Bill, and to let the Government
bring in a Bill showing wh at the measure
is for. Call it the Collie-Cardiff Rail-
way Bill, and say it is to recoup several
companies for small expenditures of
hundreds; and ask Parliament to con-
firmn the terms made in good faith by a
previous Government. This House, if it
does not do that, will be haying down a
precedent for future Ministries with
Premiers perhaps not so careful as the
present Premier; a precedent which I
maintain would lead to the resignation
of the Ministry in any other State except
Western Auistralia; would lead to a vote
of want of confidence which would leave
Ministers almost alone on the division,
as they were the other night on the
question of three railway commissioners.
And it would not matter to Ministers if
this Bill were thrown out. So long as
we did not throw them out bodily, they
would not resign. But that has nothing
to do with it. The precedent would be
established, while the throwing out of
the Ministry is a political matter. This
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debate will teach future Governments
that they must not trifle with these great
principles of the constitution; that when
they bring measures before Parliament
they must give the fullest explanation.
It will teach Ministers not to assume the
powers of the Parliament of Western
Australia. I say this Bill shouldI be
thrown out with ignominy, and the
Government should be asked to bring in
a proper Bill in its place. Having done
that, we shall have done our duty; and
if that be done, it does not matter what
may happen to the Government.

Tim PREMIER (Hon. WalterJames):
It is astonishing to note the degree of
indignation which the member for West
Perth (Mr. Moran) can work up on all
subjects; and especially when he comes
to dilate on the iniquities of the present
Government and the manner in which
they .interfere with the fundamental
principles of the British Constitution,
one realises how great is the hon. mew-
her's3 eloquence, how strong is his fire;
and one bows down in admiration before
his energy, when in connection with a
question like this, after a long speech by
the leader of the Opposition, he keeps
us for about an hour and a half dealing
with what appear to be very simple issues.
The hon. member passes from one to
another of the issues raised in this case.
On one he takes up a certain position and
tuaintains it to becorrect. On the second
he attacks the position which in the first
instance he maintained to he correct, and
so be goes on to the third; and having
Rot to the third he goes back to the first
again, attacking there the position which
in the first instance he defended. For
instance, he puts before us the policy
laid down by Sir Jlohn Forrest and Mr.
Throssell; and then, basing his attack
on the ground that the consents given by
those two Premiers were just and right,
he attacks the Government on the assump-
tion that their departure from those
consents was wrong. Then, when he has
passed away from that question, he begins
attacking the whole principle of con-
structing these Lines of railway. He says
they ought not to be constructed at all;
and there he grounds his attack on
what is, if a good ground, as good a
ground of attack on the consents of
Sir John Forrest and Mr. Throssell as on
the consent of the Leaks Government.

[Mn. MORAN: I never attacked the con-
sents.] Amongst other things, we are
asked, is this line expedientP We have
had it promised indirectly by Sir John
Forrest. I do not now deal with the
question of the extension, which I shall
come to presently. We had it promised
byv 3r. Throssell also. We have two
Premiers committing themselves to the
construction of a line from Collie to, the
Collie-Boulder, and basing their consents
upon the principle that as this mine, or any
other mine that might exist-the mineral
land that exists between Collie-Boulder
and Collie -is of such a nature as to
justify the extension of the line-

MR. MoRNtn You are forgetting that
they promised only to put it before Par-
liament.

THE PREMIER: I am well aware of
that, If the hon. member could only hear
himself sometimes, he would understand
that, considering the loudness aind length
of his utterance, menjbers are bound to hear
some of his observations. Both Premiers
approved of the principle of the construc-
tion of this line. Now on that point I
entirely disagree with the hion. member.
I say those two Premiers were utterly
wrong; that they had no right thus to
pledge this country to) the construction of
what are really sidings; and -they did
pledge this country when they pledged
their parties. Do not let us trifle with such
questions. When Sir John Forrest said:-
" I am prepared to go into Parliament
and support the construction of this par-
titular work," he knew he had behind
him a. majority which made that promise
an absolute certainty.

Mnf . NANsox: On certain conditions.
MR. MouAN: His pledge did not

make his Norsemnan line a certainty.
Tun PREMIER: And it was to all

intents and purposes a putting of it
through the House. I say the Govern-
ment had no right to promise to build
mere sections of lines like this, that
are really simple sidings. If a man
has a coal mine which he wishes to
develop, it should be his duty, at
his cost, to connect that with the main
railway system. And whether in respect
of the Collie-Boulder or any other line,
that should, be the principle adopted.
However, Sir John Forrest and Mr.
Throssell departed from that principle,
and said: " Under certain conditions, we
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will recommend this work to Parliament."
I appeal to members of this House, not
as dialecticians nor as party men, whether
when Sir John Forrest said "I am pre-
pared to recommend this to the House,"
that did not mean, for all practical pur-
poses, that the House was committed to
it. When Mr. Leake came into power,
he found that promise existing. That
promise had been given to those concerned
with the Oollie-Boulder,andwas, no doubt,
by those men used as an inducement on the
strength of which they obtained their
capital from the old country. They went
to the old country and said: " If we can
raise a certain amount of capital for the
development of this land, here is a
promise from the Government to con-
struct the line."

MR. FOULKES: It WAS not so definite
as that.

THE PREMIER: Of course not. Sir
John Forrest did not say, in such words,
" On the strength of this promise you can
go to the London market." He was not
silly enough to say that. But he made
a promise on the strength of which the
persons who had the promise were en-
titled to go to the London market, and
say "Give us the money to develop this
line; and we have a promise from the
Government that if we have this money,
the hine shall be built." That promise
from Sir John Forrest practically com-
mitted Parliament to the line, under the
conditions mentioned. Mr. Leake came
into power. I pass over the intervening
period. In July of last year-there is
some Cabinet minute to the effect that,
"owing to the present political changes,
the matter will stand over "-and I come
to that point of time when Mr. Leake
had an interview with Mr. Walkeden and
Mr. Burt, and determined to allow the
company to construct the line, and
agreed on the terms. Up to that point,
what was the position ? This Collie-
Boulder company had been formed, and
had acquired a capital; and its promoters
had placed themselves in the position of
being entitled to come to the Government,
had Sir John Forrest or Mr. Throssell
still been in power, and to say: " Now
redeem the promise on the strength of
which we have raised our capital and
formed the company." The parties came
to Mr. Leake, who was bound by that
promise, whatever might have been his

opinion-whether he held the opinion I
have a few moments ago enunciated or
whether he agreed with the promise. It
was decided b y the Leake Government
that this line should be constructed by
the company. Now what, for all practical
purposes, was the difference between
what Mr. Lea-he did and what Sir John
Forrestand Mr. Throssell promised to do?
In the first place, certain terms were
imposed by Sir John Forrest or suggested
by him, and by Mr. Throssell. Mr.
Leake said: " I do not want those terms."
Why did be say so ? Because the reason
for those terms did not exist. If the
Government were to build the line, then
certainly it was desirable if not essential
that there should be a deposit of £5,000
given by those on whose behalf the line
was to he built. They put down that
£5,000 as a guarantee tb-at they would
develop their mines; because it was upon
the promise to develop those mines that
the Government agreed to c-onstr-uct the
line. But wvhat need was there for that
guarantee when the leasehiolders them-
selves said: " We will build tbeline outof
our own pockets; we will spend £10,000
or £16,000 or more; and if Parliament
does not like the line, it need not take it
over." I submit that is the best
po~ssible guarantee, when you find a man
will put £16,000 into the construction of
a line, and say "1I will risk that X16,000
on the approval of Parliament,"- when
be knows the approval can be obtained
only if he has justified the construction
of that work. I submit therefore that
the mere fact of Mr. Leake's not con-
tinning the conditions that were suggested
by Sir John Forrest and by Mr. Throssell
does not affect the question; because he
had at better and a more effective
guarantee of good faith in the fact that
the company' themselves were prepared
to build this line, to expend Z16,000, and
to hold that £216,000 dependent upon
the will of Parliament. Then it was
suggested that Mr. Throssell and Sir
John Forrest required to be satisfied
that a certain amount of capital had
been raised for the development and
working of the mine. We know that
mine has had expended on itsome£216,000;
and it has now available all the necessary
machinery for working two pits. Well,
was not that sufficient evidence? When
we find the company developed to that
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extent, with that quantity of machinery,
prepared to carry on that work, and
better than that, believing so much in
their mine, believing so entirely that their
mine would justify itself before Parlia-
ment and before the country that they
spent £16,000 more of their money in the
constructon 65f a line when that expendi-
ture would be absolutely waste money
unless the mine were a good one, what
greater practical evidence could he wanted
of a man's faith than when we find bin)
putting £215,000 of his money into a mine,
in development and in machinery, and in
addition to that, spending a sum of money
amounting to between X8,000 and X16,000
on a line to that mine? The amount of
£16,000 has been given approximately.

MEMBER: About £8,000.
Txs PREMIER: £8,000 or £16,000.

1 will say if you like £e5,000, that suits
my argument equally well, as it is abso-
lutely lost money, unless the mine is a
good one. I submit to those members
who are not blinded by party passion or
prejudice that the risk ran by the company
was ample evidence of its good faith.

MR. MORAN : You propose to take that
risk ?

THE PREMIER: If the only point is
whether the guarantee suggested by the
one Government or the guarantee given
to the other is sufficient, can there be a
doubt in the mind of any reasonable
member of the Rouse that the guarantee
existing in the fact of the money being
spent in the mine and in the building of
that railway is just as good and effective
as a deposit of £5,000 and as evidence of
capital being raised to be spent on the
mine.

MR. ILLINOWORTE: Yes; but the Gov-
ernment has not had to spend the money.

THE PREMIER: I have already
pointed out that there would be greater
need for a guarantee where the Govern-
ment had to spend the money. But on
the question of principle the present
Government or the ILeake Government
were not responsible for it: they were
committed by Sir John Forrest's Gov-
ernnment and by Mr. Throssell's Gov-
ernent. Those Governments said "We
believe in the construction of this line:
we will start its construction if you will
give us sufficient evidence of your good
faith." They suggested evidence of £5,000
deposit and the raising of certtin capital.

Mr. Lealie suggested a guarantee to build
the line, and knew that they had at that
time X15,000 in improvements on their
mine.

MR. NANBON: Did that commit you to
the extension to the Collie-Cardiff leases ?

THE PREMIER: The question of
principle has nothing to do with the
Collie-Cardiff extension at all. That
stands or falls entirely by itself. That
is a6 sepaxate issue which I propose to
deal with separately. I want members
to consider this step by step. They may
not agree with me, but the position will
be clear, and there will not be the con-
fusion that there was from the statement
of the member for West Perth, which
occupied about an hour and a. half. It
was like beating the big drum: you
could not listen to it without getting dizzy.
Then it is suggested that the late leader of
the Government did wrong by departing
from a great constitutional principle. I
have endeavoured as far as I possibly can
to respect constitutional principle myself,
but I do get tired of hearing it constantly
dragged up in the House. Is there a
member who has ever heard the member
for West Perth speak unless he referred
to great constitutional principlesP Have
you ever heard him talk without referring
to the bedrock of the British Constitu-
tion ? You may talk about the appoint-
ment of Mr. George, the railway question,
the secret land purchase, the railway
commission, every possible subject, ana
he insists: ", The great privileges of the
Constitution are in our hands, and we
must not have them taken from us.
What will become of this Hlouse if we do
not insist that our rights shall be pre-
servedl If we are going to be trodden
on by this tyrannical Government, we had
better retire and give up our seats."
Really we ought to apply a little bit of
common sense to questions like this. I
put it to common-sense members, here
is a company that for months and
months has been practically promised the
construction of certain works when certain
conditions have been complied with.
It was impossible for the Forrest Gov-
ernment or the ILeake Government to

bring the question before the House
during the last session of Parliament.
It would have been impossible for any
Government to do so at that time.
Here were these people with their money
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raised for the purpose of running that
mine. What 'were we to do? Were we
to say to these men who had. a right to
assume that the question would be deter-
mined-

Mu. NANisou: But the money was not
raised till this year.

THE PREMIER: Are they to wait for
ever ?

Mn. NANSON: May I correct you a
minute? The money was not raised until
April of this year.

THE PREMIER:± Who said soP
Ms. NANSoN: Your Minister for Mines.
THE PREMIER: Nothing of the sort.
MR, NANsoN:' You Will find it in Mr.

Walked en's letter.
THE PREMIER: I do not think so.
MR. NANsoli: I will show it to you.
THEi PREMIER: I will put it to

members this way. I ask, members
with common sense, and without a keen
desire to take possession of the Treasury
benches, is there a member who in view
of that promise made by Sir John Forrest
and the promise made by Mr. Throssell
will say that the promise with regard to
the construction ought not under con-
ditions to be fulfilled?

Mu. MoaAN: With parliamentary
sanction.

THE PREMI ER: Is there a member
in the House who would not admit it?
If the Leake Government anticipated the
consentof Parliament, I say unhesitatingly
they anticipated the consent of Parlia-
ment upon a matter in relation to which
there could have been no doubt whatever,
and that the consent would have been
given in view of the promises wade and
the obligations inciirred upon the strength
of them. Then we were told that if
you once admit this principle, you may
find it possible to have railways built
from Esperance to Coolgardie; but 1
need hardly tell members that no Gov-
ernment can authorise the construc-
tion of a railway except by Act of
Parliament. Members need not be

* alarmed about this imaginary evil of the
Government running riot by authorising
the construction of a railway from Esper-
ance. They cannot authorise the con-
struction of a ril]way. A railway can
only be authorised by a. special Act.

Mn. Mon~wn: Oh, no.
THE PREMIER: In connection with

gold-mining leases and timber leases,

tramways can be granted in certain
instances, but the Government cannot
authorise the constructiou of a, railway or
the running of a. railway except by Act of
Parliament.

Mn. MoRAN:- By agreement.
THE PREMIER: They can give an

agreement to construct, but that does not
authorise it, if Parliament does not pass
an Act dealing with the question. They
can construct a railway if they like. If
they secure the ground, they may put
their railways down, hut they, have no
legal right to run an engine on those
lnues. It is a nuisance at common law, and
is an indictable offence. Again, I want
to show wh at these men risked when they
said "We will construct this line." The
condition precedent which the Forrest and
Throssell Governments required proved
abundantly the bnn fides of these people..
Although somne miembers may think that
this question should first have been sub-
mnitted to the House, is there a member
who says that if that B~ill had been sub-
mitted to th e House for their approval in
view of the promises, the Bill would not
hatve been passed? Down to that point
we agree. Although -to please the mem-
ber for West Perth, who is so keen on
great constitutional questions- there may
have been a breach of technical practice,
we all agree, as commion-sense people,
that the House would have approved of
the construction. of the Uollie-Boulder
line. The only point of controversy we
have been discussing then to-night, upon
the strength of which we have heard the
accusations hurled against the member
for the South-West Mining District, is as
to the extension from the Collie-Boulder
to the Collie-Cardiff.

MR. Monn:. The whole question is
not submitting to Parliament the whole
railway.

THE: PREMIER: If the whole point is
that the Government ought first to have
had the decision of Parliament, before
allowing this short line to be built, I say
at once that there is no authority for that
contention at all; absolutely none. This
Government is justified un~der cons titu-
tional practice in making any contract
it likes, but it is not justified in voting
money without the sanction of Parliament
for the construction of the railways or
any other works.

Collie-Boulder Bill: [9 SEFTEmi3isit, 1902.]
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MR. MORAN: Then you could let the
Esperance, to Coolgardie line by con-
tract?9

THE PREMIER: I could say to a
person to-morrow, "If you like you can
build a line," but the agreement would be
waste paper so far as the running of the
railway was concerned.

Mu. MORAN: They could get their
damages.

Tan PREMIER: Of course they could
not. If I say they can construct, they
do so with that risk.

MR. MoRAN: You have resumed the
Crown lands, surely ?

MR. FOULKES: What is the difference
between Sir John Forrest's promise and
your ownP You both promise. You say
Sir John's promise is to be carried out,
but that yours is not worth the paper it
is written on.

THE PREMIER: I said nothing of
the sort. I said nothing about our pro-
mise not being worth the paper it is
written on. The promise we made was
made because of previous promises made.
What I want to point out is that it is
absurd to say that anything uncon-
stitutional has been done because we have
not consulted Parliament. Parliament
to-day is absolutely free; just as free as it
would have been if SirJohn hadcone down
and asked you to authorise the construc-
tion of that line, and not a spade of earth-
work bad been turned. Parliament is
absolutely free.

MR. ILLINGWORTfl: They did it en-
tirely at their own risk.

THE PREMIER: They did this
entirely at their own risk, and what the
Government say is this: -"If you are
prepared to construct a line costing
£8,000, £C10,000, orX16,000 "-T will say
£25,000 if you like; it will do for my
argument-" if you are prepared to spend
£5,000 and put yourselves entirely at the
mercy of Parliament, what better evi-
dence can we have of your bona fides?7"
The member for the Murray thinks the
amount about £8,000. We think it is
about £16,000. But take £28,000. The
line has to be constructed by the Collie-
Boulder Company.

MR. NiNsox: What about the ex-
tension from the Collie-Boulder to the
Collie-Cardiff, which you have wrapped
up in the Bill ?

Tan PREMIER: I do not care. what
it costs, I am putting it at the lowest
figure. The member for the Murray says
it is £8,000. 1 say that if they spend
£5,000 alone, and place it entirely at the
disposal of Parliament, knowing too
that you have there a body in Opposition
prepared to take -all sorts of points and
quibbles for the purpose of throwing
out the Bill on the second reading,
or moving that it be read this day
six Monts they must have courage.
These people are putting their money
into the construction of this line, risking
that mnoney as it were, and making it
dependent upon the goodwill of Parlia-
ment; whilst not one of them is goiug to
the Opposition and giving them all sorts of
information On the matter. I should
have thought that fact would have made
the leader of the Opposition a bit sus-
picious of Mr. Walkeden. Perhaps Mr.
Walkeden is actuated by spite towards
somebody else, rather than a desire to
place the matter before the Opposition or
the Parliament of the country. The con-
struction of the line is to be done by the
Collie-Boulder Company. It does not
matter what it costs; they have to do
the work. So much of the line has to be
constructed by them, and the House is
not concerned about the line constructed
years ago. I know I cannot expect to
convert the members of the direct Oppo-
sition, but I am trying to place the matter
clearly before the House. I say emphati-
cally, I do not care a rap for the direct
Opposition, but I appeal to the reason
of the House. It was suggested, what-
ever may be the argument in regard to the
Collie-B~oulder line, that the extension of
the Collie-Cardiff line was unjustifiable.
I submit to members that so far as the
principle is concerned, there is no differ-
ence at all whether the line be to the
Collie-Boulder or to the Collie-Cardiff;
absolutely none. Every reason that
would justify the construction of the
line, so far As the State is concerned, to
the Collie-Boulder leases would justify
the construction of the line to the Collie-
Cardiff leases. So far as we are con-
cerned we are not dealing with the Collie-
Cardiff line at all, but with the Collie-
Boulder line. There is one person who is
building the line, and it is strange when
you find members protesting on behalf of

ithe Collie-Boulder people and saying they
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ought not to be saddled with the expense
of the extension when the company
accepted the responsibility by their
agreement, and never raised a protest
either inside or outside the House.
We have never heard a protest unless
we take the action of members on the
Opposition front benches as one. The
company agreed to do the work, and
raised no protest at all. Mr. Walkeden
was written to in March, before the
agreement was signed. Hie knew then
that the line was to be carried to the
Collie-Cardiff leases and he raised no
objection. Here were two or three com-
panies to be served by one line. One coin-
pany says "I want this line at once; I
have carried out my development and my
machinery is ready; all this has cost
£15,000; I want the line built, and it is
better for me that I should have it con-
structed at once.'" This company does
the work. If the Collie-Bulder Coin-
pany and the Collhe-Cardiff Company had
come to some arrangement as between
themselves it would not affect us. If the
Colie-Boulder Company are prepared to
do that, what right has the member for
West Perth to come here aud protest on
behalf of the Collie-Boulder Company ?
Is not Mr. Walkeden quite prepared to
look after the interests of the Collie-
Boulder? It is a strange thing to see a
protest being raised by members here,
when a contract has been deliberately
taken by the Collie-Boulder to carry the
line to the Collie-Cardiff leases.

MR. MORAN: Mr. Walkeden says you
compelled him to give a statement in
writing.

THE PREMIER: All through the
evening the hon. members have been
arguing that they do not represent
Mr. Walkeden. That was the reply to
the observations made by the member for
the South-West Mining District. The
leader of the Opposition said: "We do
not know Walkeden; we have got no
information from him." When I inter-
jected that Mr. Walkeden was using the
members opposite, the member for West
Perth denied it.

MR. MosAN: I have denied it all
night.

THE PREMIER: There is no protest
at all from Mr-. Wallceden on the files.
Members will recollect that the great point
made by the leader of the Oppo sition was

that there was no agreemwent nor any refer-
ence made at all in connection with the
extension fromt the Collie-Boulder to the
Collie-Catrdiff leases until the agreement
was made, when words were inserted at the
last moment by writing on the typewr-itten
copy of the agreement. Now, members
go away from this, and state the complaint
was made by Mr. Walkeden before the
agreement was entered into. How mem-
bers wriggle from one point to another.

MR. MORAN: When Mr. Walkeden
went to sign the agreement he said the
insertion of the writing was insisted on,
and that Mr. Ewing was present.

THE PREMIER: Am I to under-
stand that there was a protest, or there
was notP One moment the hon. member
says Mr. Walkeden did complain, and the
next moment that he did not.

MR. MORAN: That is a6 different
complaint.

THE PREMIER: What is the date
of the agreement? I will appeal to
hon. members, can it be said, when the
letter was written in March, that that
was a protest to the agreement made in
June ?

MR. MoRAN: It was setting out the
circumstances; not a complaint.

THE PREMIER: The hon. member
said most distinctly that Mr. Walkeden
had complained.

Mr. MORAN: I deny it entirely.
THE PREMIER: The hon. member

said that there was a protest or a com-
plaint, or both. However, Mr. Walkeden
did not complain. I go back now to
where I started from. I mentioned that
Mr. Walkeden. never protested when he
signed the agreement in June, and no
cornplaint was made until it came from
the member for West Perth and the
member for the Murchison. Have these
members to protect the interests of Mr.
Walkeden e He made the agreement to
build the railway. If he built the rail-
way he did so because it paid him
to do so. He was running the risk
connected with it, and I am sure Mr.
Walkeden does not want to be defended
by the member for West Perth. We
promised to bring forward the agreement,
and we are going to be loyal to our
promise, and it rests with the member
for West Perth and with the leader of
the Opposition, perhaps, to say whether
we should carry out the promise made by
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Sir John Forrest and Mr. Throssell.
The leader of the Opposition wishes to
wriggle out of this, and says we sand-
wiched the other railway in. floes it
make the least difference in principle?
The Opposition have been all day defend-
ing the interests of Mr. Walkeden. I
wonder if this is the position: Mr.
Walkeden says "I have to build that
railway a little hit longer than I want to.
I will see if I cannot, through the Opposi-
tion, lessen the length of that line and
save myself the expense."

MR. MoRAN: M r. Walkeden is not-
THE PREMIER: We are not taling

about the Collie Proprietary Company.
Hon. members see exactly what I mean.
Mr. Walkeden has agreed to build the
line from the Collie termninus-this will
save the quibbles of my friend the leader
of the Opposition-wherever that ter-
minus may be, to Collie-Boulder.

Ma. MORAN : AS agreed to by two
Governments; that is right.

THE PREMIER: Mr. Walkeden has
also agreed to build the line to the Collie-
Cardiff mine. Of course if Mr. Walbeden,
having agreed to build a line from the
Collie terminus to the Collie-Cardiff mine,
can by the intervention of our friends on
the front Opposition bunch limit his
obligation to building a railway from the
Collie terminus to Collie-Boulder, that
will be a very nice thing for Mr. Walkeden,
more especially as he has failed in all his
efforts to jump the Come-Cardiff mine.
I wonder if it has ever struck the simple
mind of my friend the leader of the
Opposition-it is some time since he has
been at Northampton-that, after all, he
is making himself the catspaw of Mr.
Walk-edenP It is not to Mr. Walk-eden's
interest to open up the Collie-Cardiff mine.
although he would like to jump it.

MR. NjasoN: Why are you putting
into this BiUl the portion of the railway
from Collie to the Collie Proprietary mine
and charging -

THE PREMIER: Members can see at
once how my friend wriggles from the
point.

Ma. NANsoN: I want to prevent you
from wriggling.

THE PREMIER: The leader of the
Opposition is wriggling. Who spoke about
the Oollie Proprietary mineP An unfair
charge, an unsupported charge, has been
levelled at the member for the South-

West Mining District; and when I turn
to deal with that ehai-ge, hon. members
opposite attack thequestion of methods. I
want to point out to members how it comes
about that Mr. Walkeden, who ought to
be the man endeavouring to have this
agreement carried out, is seeking the aid
of the Opposition because he wants to
limit his obligations and, instead of
building a railway from the Collie ter-
minus to the Collie.-Boulder and thence to
the Collie-Cardiff mine, thereby assisting
another man, wants to terminate his line
at Collie-Boulder, decreasing his obliga-
tions, lessening the length of his liue, and
leaving opposition leases out in the cold.
I want to point out to hon. members what
is the real issue involved in this question:
whether Mr. Walkeden shall carry out his
work or whether he shall utilise aZ portion
of this House to withdraw himself from
the obligations he has agreed to fulfil and
ought to be made to fulfil. My friend
referred to the member for the South-
West Mining District, and I was sorry
indeed to hear the observations of the
leadier of the Opposition in that connec-
tion. These allegations of corruption
hurled across the House are far too fre-
quent. I do not mind a bit if such
accusations are made against a party,
because one must expect that; but if an
accusation, or suggestion, or insinuation
of corruption is made against an indi-
vidual member, it sticks to him. I care
not how blameless, how innocent of the
charge a member may be, a certain degree
of stigma always attaches to him, once he
has been attacked.

MR. N.&NsoN: I did not find it stick to
me, last session.

THE PREMIER: I do not think the
hon. member was accused of corruption.

MR. NANSoN: Yes; I Was aCCUSed Of
having unclean hands; and I was
exonerated by a select committee.

TnE PREMIER: That was after I
left. I am glad the hon. member was
exonerated. I should say a member of
this House who has been so charged and
who found the charge so galling that he
called for a select committee to clear
himself -

MR. NiNSOr: I did not call for a
select committee.

THE PREMIER: Ought to be more
careful in making charges himself. What
right has a member to come into this
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House and say to another member, "I I
charge you with corruptiun, and because
I so charge you, you must call for a select
committee to vindicate your character" ?
Such conduct, I say, is an abuse of the
privileges of Parliament. We should
never forget that when charges, sugges-
tions, and insinuations are made, those
charges, suggestions, and insinuations are
published in the Press and go broadcjast
throughout the length and breadth of the
land, and that this country, like every
other country, contains a great number
of people who believe in accusations of
corruption, but do not give credit to exone-
rations. No member should make charges
on grouds so utterly flimsy as those of
the member for the Murchison. What is
the whole suggested chain of evidence?
Here is the member for the S.W. Mining
District interested in the construction of
a liue of railway. That hon. member
had an agreement by which he was to
receive a large sum of money if the rail-
way were taken from Collie-Boulder to
Collie-Cardiff. He used influence. Why
did he use influence ? To get this large
profit. Now, on turning to the agree-
mont which the leader of the Opposition
himself called for, after having seen it in
the Mines Department, we find that there
is no foundation whatever for the charge.
We find that, as a matter of fact, the
member for the S.W. Mining District
was entitled to his profit, even if the line
bad gene to the spot originally determined
and had never gone farther.

MR. NAssoK : No.
MR. Ewimo: It is so.
Tus PREMIER: When the agree-

ment was wade in March, 1901, the
effect of it was that the purchasing com-
pany need not complete unless the rail-
way was built along the line then surveyed
and pegged out to a point within 10 chains
of the Colle-Cardiff northern boundary.
The only line then surveyed and then
pegged was, the ]ine to Collie-Boulder.
The extension from Collie-Boulder to
Collie-Cardiff was not surveyed until
May of this year, and the terminus of the
then surveyed line, the line which was
surveyed in March, 1901, was about 10
chains north -

MsI. NArsor: O h, nto.
MR. MoRAN: This is a mere assertion.
Ms. NAwsse: The distance was much

more.

Mu. MORtAN: An assertion without an
atom of foundation.

MR. NAxsoNq: I call on you to prove
that.

THE PREMIER: My good friend the
member for the Murchison, who himself
makes the most reckless statements, now
calls on we for proof. I say the state-
ment I have made is true. I say the
terminus of the line surveyed in March,
1901, was about 10 chains north. Look
at the mnap on the table. There was
only' one surveyed line, and the pur-
chaser said, " I am not bound to
purchase unless this ra-ilway is built over
the line now surveyed and pegged out."
The railway then surveyed and pegged
out was the railway to Collie-Boulder;
and so far, therefore, as the member for
the S. W. Mining District is concerned, it
did not make twopence difference to him
in pecuniary advantage if the extension
to Collie-Cardiff had never been made.

MR. TAnox: When was the extension
to Collie-Cardiff decided on ?

THE. PREMIER:. In May of this
year. I want to point out that even on
the documents which the leader of the
Opposition tells us he has mastered so
thoroughly, it is clearly apparent that
there could not have been any corrupt
motive in the mind of the member for
S.W. Mining District. If the leader of
the Opposition had but properly read the
doc uments he tells us he read so caref ully,
he would have seen a clea&r refutation of
the suggestion. But I go farther,
and I submit strongly that if a
member of this House thinks another
member, or indeed any person out-
side the House, guiltyv of corrupt or
dishonest conduct, 'he should, before
charging that person by direct accusation
or by insinuation in this House, see that
person and get his explanation;j because,
as I previously said, the accusation once
made here goes forth to the country and
cannot be entirely unmade. I appeal
to the House to pass the Bill on its
second reading. I shall be glad to
see the Bill on its merits go to a select
comnmnittee, to decide whether the railway
ought to be constructed or not. The
members of the committee, if they
choose, can approach the matter with

Open minds. My friend the leader of
th Opposition may consider the pro-
posed rail way with an open mind, entirely
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untrammelled by the promises of
previous Governments. Let the com-
mittee go into the question thoroughly.
I welcome full investigation. But I do
ask hon. members not to agree to a select
committee before the second reading is
passed. We have power to appoint a
select committee after the second reading.
I do not want the House to agree at once
to the appointment of a select corn-
mnittee, for in view of the accusations
made by the member for the M urchison
it is clear that, in adopting his suggestion
made on the strength of those accusations
to proceed at once to refer the Bill to a
select committee, we may lend the
country to think that this House credits,
even for a moment, the charges so
improperly made against the member
for thie S.W. Mining District-charges
that the documents in the hands of the
hon. member themselves refuted, and
which I say again oughit never to have
been made, either by suggestion or in-
sinuation, in this House.

MR. W. ATKINS (Murray) : I should
like to say in a few words what I know
of this matter. This has been a most
acrimonious debate; and it seems strange
to me, knowing the country and knowing
that from Collie to the Collie-Boulder
is a distance of four or four and at half
miles, it should cost £16,000 to build a
railway between the two places. Now
the West Collie Company built a
siding, and had to pay fo~r it. The
West Collie No. 2 built a siding, and
had to pay for it. The main line was
made prior to the Government line, by'
the Wailsend Company; and as that was
a rented mine, the Government paid for
the siding. When the extension was
made across the river, it was clearly
understood that the Proprietary Com-
pany were to pay for that in coal, and to
pay immediately. They were to com-
muence paying for it in coal as soon as
the line wats made. I know this because
Atkins & Law built the line, and got
paid for it by the Government; and I
know that was the agreement. That is
three years ago; and it appears to me
that now the country is asked to find
money to pay for that line already built.
Why did not the country get paid by the
Proprietary as well as by the West
Colliel Now the Proprietary find that
the pit they are in is no good; and

because they are about to " chuck up"
the pit altogether, the country is asked
to pay for that line. That is not right.
It does not appear to me to be fair.
Then Mr. Walkeden wants a line to the
Collie-Boulder. He is prepared to make
at line, and to get his money back from
the Government. That may be all right.
Then there is a third line, to go to the
Collie-Cardiff. Now if that be what is
wanted, those are three different patches
of line; and still, when the Bill is
brought in, we are told that it is only a
line to the Collie-Boulder. When intro-
ducing the Bill, why did not the Govern-
ment tell us they wanted to make seven
miles of line, or to pay for seven miles of
line, a mile and a half of which was
built three years ago and paid for by the
Government, the cost of which the Pro-
prietary Company should have repaidP
To refer again to the West Collie,
members will understand that the West
Collie consisted of an Adelaide syndicate
and an English syndicate, while the
Proprietary is a Western Australian
syndicate. The other-country syndicates
had to pay up all the time; the Proprie-
tary synldicate-I dare say the Ministry
know the principal movers in it--were
let off ; and now the country is asked to
pay for the line.

MR. HOPKINS: Which Government
let them off ?

MR. ATKINS : I do not care a. button
which Government. I speak for the
country, and not for a Government. I
do not care whether I am on the Govern-
ment side or in Opposition; and I do not
consider that we ought to be asked to
authorise the expenditure of £1I6,000 for
what appears to be a line only 41 miles
long. I know this, because I have
here my engineer's report; he surveyed
that line three years ago, and his
estimate for that line, with 451b. rails,
according to the Government schedule
was £1,500 a. mile. Now how much is
442 miles at £1,600 a mile? It is not
any, thing like £16,000. If the Govern-
ment had told us what the Bill was for,
I for one should not have had a word to
say on the matter. That is all I have to
say; and that is my reason for thinking
the Government have not acted fairly to
this House in bringing in the Bill.

On motion by MR. HASTIE, debate
adjourned till the next Thursday.
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PUBLIC SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Received from the Legislative Council,
and, on motion by the PREMIzi&, read a
first time.

ADJOURNMJENT.

The House adjourned at 10-58 o'clock,
until the next day.
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THE& SPEAKER took the Chair at
4130 o'clock, p.m.

PRAY ERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the CoLouNIL SECRETARY : Report

of the Board of Management of the
Perth Public Hospital for 1901-02.

Ordered: To lie on the table.

QUESTION-BILLS PROMISED, ELEC-
TORAL AND REDISTRIBUTION.

IM r. ILLINGWORTH gave notice of
the following question to the Premier:-
Is it the intention of the Government to
bring in a Redistribution of Seats Bill
and. an amending Electoral Bill in time to
be dealt with during the present session?

Tns PREM1IER:- I can answer now,
"yes" to bothi questions. The Bills are

be~intg prepared now.

QUESTION-WILLIA.M STREET
BAtIDGE.

MuF..1ORAN asked. the Minister for
Works: i, When the plans of the pro-
posed William. Strevt bridge will be
completed. z, Whether tenders will be
called for the, work immediately on com-
pletion of the plans. 3, 'Whether it is
the intention of tite Government to push
on vigorously with this work until it is
COmpleted. 4, If it he their intention to
do so, what in their opinion will be the
date of the conclusion of the work.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
replied: iand 2, 1 he depal-tmnent expects
to call for tenders within 10 days. 3,
Yes. 4, Within 10 months, it is hoped.

RETURN-HARBOUR DUES,
FREMANTLE.

On motion by Mr. MONGER (York),
iordered: That the follwinig returni be
laid on the table:- i. The amount of
wharfage paid in respect of inward and
outward cargoe-s at the Port of Fremnantle
on-o, Mail steamers. b, Cargo steamers.
c, Sailra. d, Interstate steamers. z. The

*amount of Port dues paid by--a, Mail
steamers. b, Cargo steamers. c, Sailers.
d,. Interstate steamers. Above informa-

*tion to be inclusive from 1st July, 1901,
to 30th June, 1902.

LETURN-LOCOMOTIVES, COST OF
RUNNIING.

*On motion. by MRt. J. REsIEDE (Han-
uans), ordered: '[at a retun showing
the cost per train mile of the Locomotive

I Department in this State, also the cost
per train mile of Locomotive Depart-
mnents in the other Australian States, be

Ilaid on the table of the House.

PAPERS-RAILWAY AXLE-BOX.

On motion by Mit. RE~SID, ordered:
That all papers and correspondence deal-
ing with Giles's patent axle-box, also

thewin No. 156, 1be laid on the table of

PAPERS--PENSION TO MRt. G. BERRY.
On motion by M1u. J.1L. YANSON (Mu11r-

ch ison), orderel:I That there be la id upon
the table of the Rouse all the papers
relating to the granting of a pension to
Mr. George ferry, formierly clerk to the
hon. the Colonia Treasurer.

Question, etc.


