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

QUESTION—RAILWAY  STATION,
GERALDTON, LAND RESUMP-
TION.

Mr. DOOLEY asked the Minister for
Works: 1, Is he aware that it is 15
months sinee the Government resumed the
properties in Geraldton reguired for new
railway station and yards? 2, Is he
aware that the owners of the above-men-
tioned properties are suffering serions
financial loss and inconvenience through
the delay on the part of the Public Works
Department in settling their claims for
compensation? 3, Is he in a position to
state whether the claims in dispute will
be submitted for arbitration before the
expiry of the present year? If not, will
he state approximately the date a settle-
ment may be expected ?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, There is no need for
this .hecause the Department offered
claimants, some months ago, an advance
on lhe compensation payable. 3, Not de-
finitely; this depends on when the neces-
sary papers are filed by claimants for
hearing in the compensation court, and
upon when a judpe can thereafter attend
at Geraldton to hear the cases. If papers
are filed at once, there is no reason why
the cases eannot he heard within two
months.

PAPERS—PRISON WARDER AND
DEFERRED RENT.

On metion by Mr. CARPENTER (Fge-

mantle) ordered: “That all papers in eon-
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nection with the application of Wm.
James Pascoe for payment of deferred
rent, during his service as prison warder,
be laid wpon the Table of the Honse.”

PAPERS — JETTY EXTENSION.
HOPETOUN.
Mr. HUDSON (Yilgarn) moved—
That all papers in connection with the
exlension of the jetty at Hopetoun, and
with the proposed further extension of
it, be laid on the Table of the House.
Some years ago an extension was made
to the jetty at Hopetoun. The harbour
al that time was known as the Mary
Ann harbour, It was a small harbour
and did not permit of a very long jetty.
It did not permit of extending the jetty
out into the sea as was done in the north-
wostern portion of the State. When that
extension was made it was pointed out
that it would not properly serve the re-
quirements of the State, that it was really
only a tenative proposal, and while it
might improve the facilities of the har-
bour for the time being, it would not help
the people to any great extent. Afier
some further efforts had been made by
thase representing the district, including
himself, the Government were induced to
give further facilities there and justifica-
iion was urged that those facilities should
be given. Among the reasons was the
fact that there was something like
100,000 acres of agricultural land,” some
of which was under caltivation and parts
of which would be taken up and eulti-
vated in the immediate future if facilities
were given. The development of the
mines in that district was shown to be so
promising as to justify an expenditure,
as the Government of the day had ad-
mitted: indeed at the present time the
gteamers had been unable to cope with
the traffic in ore and there was now a
congestion of ore at Hopetoun ready to
be transhipped for smelting purpeses in
another State. It was within the know-
ledge of a nnmber of people that there
was a likelihood of the opening of smelt-
ers in the immediate future, and there was

.as much justification to-day as there ever

had been for providing harbour faeili-
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ties af that port. The Government ad-
mitted that, but what they proposed to do
was to expend a sum of something like
£6,000 to extend the present jetty 200ft.
The depth of water at the end of the
present jetty was something like 9£t. and
it did not permit of a boat drawing the
draft of steamers trading there to get
alongside, With the further extension of
200£t. there would be very little advant-
age gained, inasmueh as there would be
barely 12ft. at the extreme end, and pos-
sibly not that. 1t was suggested in some
quavters that the depth there would not
permit of boats drawing 12ft. to trade to
the port. The local residents, who had
acled in a most publie spirited way, had
pointed ont to the department that they
had one request, and it was that the har-
hour should be made properly at this
stage and that it would bhe a waste of
money to expend the £6,000. It was not
often that the people in a district ob-
jeeted to have £6,000 spent on their port,
but in this case they believed the money
would be wasted. They asked for an ex-
penditure of something like £10,000, that
the jetty might be extended into water
g0 that ships drowing 15 or 16 feet might
lie comfortably in ecalm water and dis-
charge their cargo.  This was all that
could he asked because no future exten-
sion conld be given as there was no room
in the harbour. It was a question of the
direction of the jetty, and there appeared
to be an opinion on all sides, that was
among the people of the neighbonrhood,

the road board, the Hopetoun vigilance

committee aud the prospectors’ associa-
tion, and from navigators along the coast,
that the proposed extension of the jetty
would be not only a waste of money but
a disadvantage to the harbour itself. He
was moving the motion with the idea that
there should be some further investiga-
tion before this waste took place, 'that
greater publicity would be given to the
proposition, and that the Minister, ag he
did in conneetion with the North-West,
would see for himself that proper faeili-
ties were given in the harbour and that
the money was not wasted.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
material gone down?

Has not the
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Mr. HUDSOXN: Some of the material
bhad, and operations had been actually
commenced. The Minister would prob-
ably explain what he was doing iun that
connection, His desire was to point out
that the engineers’ department had urged
that this extension might be safely made
for 300 feet in a souilerly direction. All
the papers and all the reports of the
people had been placed before the en-
gineers, they had had every advantage of
inspecting the harbour, and still they
persisted in doing apparenfly what was
not right. Because they had made a
blunder before, there was no need for
them to perpetuate it or extend it. He
asked for further consideration by the
Government of the subject and in doing
so urged upon those responsible the
necessity for holding their hand and
making further inquiry, suggesting as a
coursé that they should obtain an ex-
pression of opinion from those who navi-
zated the port. He regretted to say that
the manner in which that opinion was
stated by the officers of the department
would not commend iiself to the Minister
or to those who approached the depart-
ment to assist them to do the right thing
in the expenditure of public money. The
defails of that need not be dealt with at
the present time because the matter had
only to be considered from a publie stand-
point. ‘

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. D. Johnson): That there was some
difficulty in vegard to the construction of
the extension of the Flopetoun jetty he was
prepared to admit, but the diffienlty was
not altogether one of to-day. It was due

.to the faet that the jetty originally was

undounbiedly placed in the wrong position,
Originally it appeared that the engineers
of the depariment desired to place the
jetty  where it could be extended into
fairly deep water, getting to a depth
of 17 feet, but to do that the rve-
moval of a numher of sand hills.
and other heavy construction works
on the shore were involved, with the
result that the expenditure was %o great
at the time, and the prospects of the port

not being so geod as they were to-day,
that the then Government decided to try
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a cheaper proposition. They removed ihe
jetty to another site where the extension
only got into a depth- of nine or
ten feet of water, With the extension of
trade, the erection of smelting works, and
increased tonnage at the port there came
the necessiiy for the use of lighters to
lighter the eargo from the shore to the
hoats trading to that port. and alse o
lighter the material taken to that port from
other ports of the State. This hecame
very expensive fo the residents of the port,
and it was then decided, and that was
some considerable time back, that an ex-
tension of the jetty was necessary, and
the engineers were asked to prepare a
plan and an estimate of the cost for the
extension to a depth of 11 or 12 {feet.
The estimate and the plans were sab-
mitted, and it was then considered that
the work could be done for £3,000. Tt
was true, as the member for Yilgarn
had stated, that on the position being
reviewed it was found that in
order to get the depth of water
necessitated by the increased trade, a
distanee of 300 feet would be required and
that that distance wounld cost £6,000. That
extension then was adopted by bimself
(the Minister) on the recommendation of
the engineers and the material was or-
dered for the purpose of putting the work
in hand, Tmediately the local residents
discovered that it was proposed to extend
this jetty in the same direetion as the pre-
senf jetty was running, they entered n pro-
test and stated that it would be o waste of
money if it was built in that direction.
Further investigations were made and the
hon. member brought the matter ander

notice and wires were also sent diveet to

the department. Afier the investigations
the eourse was followed that the hon. mem-
ber suggested, namely, consulting those
officers conneected with the vessels which
were trading to that port. Undoubtedly
one of the best authorities was Captain
Douglas, who had been trading along that
portion of the eoast for a considerable
time, and that officer was in favour of the
proposal of the Government to extend the
jetty in a southerly direction.

Mr. Hudson: Only teniatively,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
matter was being dealt with fairly by
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him. Captain Douglas favoured the Gov-
ernment proposal. Later on the Govern-
ment discovered thal the propesal sub-
mitted to Captain Donglas was not clear
to that officer, who stated thai, had he
known the full facts of the caze, he wonld
not have made the recommendation he
had done. On Captain Douglas’ recom-
mendation it was definitely decided to 2o
on with the extension of the jetty, and
immediately after the work was put in
hand Captain Douglas reversed his opin-
ion, and stated that if he had known of
the alternative he would have declared in
favour of that alternative.

Mr. Thomas: He is not a very reliable
individual. )

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Cap-
tain Dounglas claimed that the full fuets
were not placed before him, and he (the
Minister) was of opinion that a little more
wformation eould have heen furnished.
When the eaptain reversed his opinion,
and on further representations heiny made
to the Government, a coufevence was
called of the whole of the departmental
officers eoncerned in the matter, including
Captain Douglas, The object of the Gov-
ernmetit was to make sure that a misiake
was hot being made and as a rvesult of the
conference it was decided to send Cap-
tain Airey down to go into the quesiion,
and make a further recommendation to
the Governmenut as to whether the Gov-
ernment or the local people were right.
Captain Airey was on the spot at the
present time, and he lad with him all the
files that the member for Yilgarn was
moving for. On these grounds, therefare,
the hon. member shounld not press his
motion for the preduction of the papers.
In the first place, the papers were not
available and in the second place, on the
return of Captain Airey they would be
required by the department in the event
of Captain Airey deciding against the de-
partmental opinion, and even though he
declared himself in favour of it, the de-
partment would need the papers in order
to get on with the work, He was pre-
pared to admil that the hon, member's
statement was correct and the hon. mem-
ber could rest assured that as a result of
the inquiries that were being made by
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saplain Airey, lhe Government wounld do

the right thing, so far as the extension of
the jetty was concerned. It might be
pointed out, in passing, that the Govern-
ment had to be very eaveful in regard to
local representations. Tle was of the op-
inion that the local people were satisfied
that the proposed extension would meet
the present requirements, but that future
requirements would need a greater depth
of water than could be got by extending
the jetty as was now proposed. TUlti-
wately it was proposed to reach a depth
of 17 feet of water, and he hoped that the
distriet would progress {o such an extent
as to justify the extension to that depth.
Tn all loeal representations it had to be
borne in mind that the Minister had to
look at the other side of the question, and
he caveful that he was not pressed into
doing a work which eventually might not
be required, and the construelion of which
in the first place might have been due to
over-ambition on the part of the loeal
residents. Now that an officer was down
there there was no doubi that he would
report as to what was best under the eir-
custances,  Thevefore the hon, member
might be requested vot to press for the
papers because the effect would only he
to delay the work.

Mr., HUDSON {in reply): The Min-
ister had referred to the report of Cap-
tain Douglas, and it was only fair to that
officer to say that he was not unreliable
with regard to his opinion as the interjec-
tion which was made wounld lead members
to believe. The proposal to extend this
detty for 300 feet in a southerly direetion
was put to Captain Douglas in such a
way as to invite the expression of opinion
which he in a tentative manner gave, If
the jetty was extended 200 feet it would
go in a southerly dirvection. When he
(Mr. Hudson) pointed out to the engineer
vesponsible for the telegram which in-
vited an answer to the question it con-
tained, that it did not fit the cireum-
stances, that engineer promised then that
he would send a wire of a ¢omprehensive
nature, and put both proposals before
Captain Douglas. Captain Irvine and
anoiher officer of the department left on
{he understanding that the wire would be
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sent to Captain Douglas, putting the two
proposnls hefore him, instead of whieh
they sent a wire which invited a similar
reply to that whieh they get on the pre-
vigus oceasion. 1t was not a fair thing
on the part of the officers of the depart-
ment to place Captain Douglas in that
position. 11e had distinetly stated, and
more than once, and it was on the files of
the department, that Captain Douglas did
not favour the extension of the jetly in
the direction proposed to the 300 feet, It
was due to that officer who was now trad-
ing along the coast in ehavge of the Gov-
emment steamer—and he knew more
ahout tie matler than the majority of the
navigitors—-fo make this statement. That
officer had stated that he was in favour of
the prosposals of the residents of the
place, and it was the only suecessful way
of dealing with the proposal. With re-
gard to the satisfaction of the people of
the distriet in the extension of the jetty
300 feet, they said it wonld serve no pur-
pose hecause, owing to the weather and
the currents, they would be no better off
than they were at the present time. Al-
thongh they would have another foot or 18
inches of water they would still have o
lighter exeept in calm weather. He would
suggest to the Minister that inasmueh as
there was no lime fixed in {he motion for
the laying of the papers on the Table, he
might agree to the motion being carried,
and the papers eonld then be brought
down at any time before the presentation
of the Estimates. As far as he was pec-
sonally concerned, there was no immediate
necessity for their production, but he did
not desire to submit a similar motion
later on. :

Question puf and passed,

RETURN—STATE INSTITUTIONS
AND TOBACCO SUPFLIES,

Mr. LANDER (East Perth): I beg to
move—

That there be laid upon the Table of
the House a return showing: {a.) The
prices paid for cigars, cigarettes, and
tobaceo used in connection with Stlate
hotels, State steamships, and other Gov-
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ernment institutions. (b.) From whom
purchased. (e.) The quantities pur-
chased. For the twelve momtks ended
31st July, 1912.
As I do unot anticipate any opposition
to the motion, I shall content my-

self with baving moved it. But I
want to amend it. I want further
information, and I iotend to give

notice to-morrow of a fresh motion. The
amendment I wish to make in my motion
is that tenders for ihe previons year be
added. I want to find oui the nawme of
the suceessful tenderer for the current
year, and the names of all the tenderers.
Therefore I should like to add to my
motion, “the names of the suecessful
tenderers for the current year and the
prices.”’

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member must
withdraw the motion if he wants to amend
it.

Mr. George: It is competent for an-
other member to amend it.

Alr, ‘Speaker: Certainly.

Mr. Lander: Then I shall move the
motion as it stands.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member, with
the consent of the House, may withdraw
the motion with the intention of submit-
ting an amended motion.

Mr. Lander: T beg leave Lo withdraw
the motfion with the object of amending
it.

Mr. Heitmann: It is impossible to
amend sometbing that is withdrawn.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member de-
sires to withdraw the motion with the
Jeave of the Flouse, for the purpose of
moving another motion.

Mr. Lander: I wish to withdraw the
motion for the purpose of moving another
maotion.

Mr. Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the motion be withdrawn?

Mr. George: TIs it the intention that the
amended molion be put to-day? If so,
T have no objection.

Mr. Lander : It is not my intention
to move the amended motion to-day.

Mr. Speaker: Then the hon. mem-
ber must withdraw the motion entirely.
Tf there i3 any objection to the with-
drawal it cannot be withdrawn.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Lands : A motion has
to be moved and seconded before it is
in possession of the House. If the hon.
member withdraws the motion with a
view of submitting an amended motion
at o future date he is in order.

Mr. Speaker : Standing Order 211
says—

A motion not seconded may not be
further debated, and no entry thereof
shall be made in the Vofes and Pro-
ceedings.

The motion not being secondedis
thereiore not before the House.

Hon. Frank Wilsen : The hon. membher
has given notice to move a certain motion.
He gets up and, before doing so, asks
leave to withdraw it. One voice in the
negative refuses him permission, and he
must go on with the motion. Tf no one
seconds the motion it lapses. One voice
in the negative should mean that there
is someone to second the motion.

The Minister for Lands: Surely the
hon. member has a right t¢ withdraw
the motion if he likes, and if he does not
wish to move it.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He cannot with-
draw a motion without the sanction of
the House.

The Premier : It is not in possession®of
the House. -

The Attorney General : He can decline
to move it.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Then he should
get out of the House if he declines to
move it.

The Minister for Lands: All he has to
do is to sit tight.

Mr. Heitmann : Tt appears to me that
the leader of the Opposition desires to
take advantage of the want of know-
ledge of the hon. member for Tast Persh.
That hon. member desires to make an
alteration in the motion. He finds out
thot he cannot make an alteration him-
self, and therefore he declines to move
the motion. TIn my opinion the motion
not being moved it cannot be seconded.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : Standing Order 212
overcomes the matter. Tt reads—

After & motion has been read by the
Speaker it shall be deemed to be in
possession of the House, and cannot be
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withdrawn without leave being granted,

without- any negative voice.

The hon. member is in order in with-
drawing his moticn before he moves it.

Mr. Taylor: How can he
draw it if he does not move it ?

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : I ¢ontend my state-
ment is absolutely correct, that the hon.
member, having given notice of a motion,
is expected, if he is in his place, to move
it, and the only logical way to overcome
that, if he does not want to move it, is
to ask leave to withdraw.

Mr. Speaker: T find that the hon.
member did not move his motion in the
proper sense. Therefore the motion is
not before the House. He certainly
made some statement in respect to it,
but he did not move it ; it was not read.

Mr. Allen: Yes, it was.

Mr. Taylor: I was not present when
the hon. member was on his fect, but it
appears that the hon. member made a
statement bat declined, before resuming
his seat, to move the motion and did not
read it.

Mr. Speaker: Did the hon. mem-
ber read the motion ?

Mr. Lander: Yes, I read portion of
the motion. I did not read the whole of
it.

Mr. Speaker: Did the hon. member
read the whole of it ?

Mr. Lander: I only read a portion.
I do not think I read the whole of it.

Mr. Speaker: Does the hon. mem-
ber desire to go on with the motion ?

Mr. Lander: 1 do not, I desire to
withdraw the motion.

Mr. Speaker: The member for East
Perth has stated that he did not read
the whole of his motion, therefore the
motion is not before the House, and the
motion lapses.

Mr. Ceorge: What a pity.

with-

MOTION—RATILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, CONTRACTS TO EXPE.
DITE.

Debate resumed from the 8th August
on the following motion of the Hon,
Frank Wilson :—'* That in order to ex.
pedite the granting of railway facilities
to settlers, and in order to increase the
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avenues of employment for our people,
it is expedient that contracts be called
immediately for ell railways authorised
by Parliament.”

Mr. THOMAS (Bunbury): So ruch
time has elapsed since this motion was
originelly introduced by the leader of
the Opposition, thet it has lost a great
deal of its interest, in fact after the
speech made by the Minister for Works
and the manner in which he made his
reply, it seerns that there is hardly very
much to be said on the matter. How-
ever, there are one or two little points
that I want to emphasise if T possibly
can. [t seems to me that this motion
is something in the nature of a death-bed
repentance by the leader of the Opposi-
tion. It seems that after all the years
the hon. gentlernan has had in office, and
the unlimited opportunities he has had
of carrying his desires into effect, he
waits until the country has relegated
him to the position which he how adorns
{0 urge on the existing Government to
do those things which he neglected to do
himself. The hon. member in the con.
cluding portion of his motion, says,
*“and in order to increase the avenues of
employment for our people, it is ex-
pedient that contracts be called immed.
iately for all railways authorised by
Parliament.”” Now, that is a very
sweeping assertion, that contracts should
be called immediately for all railways
suthorised by Parliament. The hon.
member, in A very suave and courteous
speech, pointed out that his motion had
really no party significance, that he had
no intention of causing the Government
any inconvenience but the meotive that
actuated him was the same that always
does actuate the hon. member—the good
and welfare of Western Australia.
He desired that all these railways be
constructed immediately by contract. Of
course, the hon. member is not aware that
it is part of the principles of the Labour
party that, as far as pessible. railways
should be constructed by day-labour in
preference to contract, and consequently,
when moving this motion, he had no
intention whatever of putting the Labour
party to any inconvenience in connec-
tion with' this matter. {The hon. member
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said it was our bounden duty to develop
this great territory in our charge with as
much expedition as possible. Now, it
seems to me that. at this late hour of
the day, it is at least strange that the
hon. member did not do these things
when he had the opportunity. Why
does the hon. member wait until he is in
the cool shades of Opposition before he
attemnpts to carry into operation & policy
that he seems to have set his heart upon
g0 much ? Why did not he, in the hey-
day of his prosperity, carry out this pro-
posal ? It would have been easy for him
when he was Minister for Works to have
called contracts for all railways waiting
to be constructed in Western Australia.

Mr. Heitmann: He let contracts for
as many as he had the money for.

Mr. THOMAS : That may he so, hut [
will deal with that question later. Why
does the hon. member ask the present
Ministry to do what he obvicusly was not
prepared to do himself ? It would seem
to me that the leader of the Opposition
was desirous of posing before the country
as the champion of the farmers and the

" people in the country districts, and as
one burning with a desire to provide
them all with railway facilities, inferring,
of course, that the Government in power
are not prepared to do all those things
the hon. member would have done.
Woll, it seeras plain to me that there is
gsornething of sincerity lacking in that
attitnde, and, if I may be permitted to
use the term, it seems that the hon.
member is posing before the country,
and trying to make the people of Western
Australia believe that he is that which
he is not. That is one of the objects
which he sought to achieve by this
motion—to impress the people of this
State with his great zeal and ambition
to do those things for their benefit ;
when it is within the knowledge of this
Parliament and of most thinking people
that the hon. member could have doné
them but did not. The hon. member
also said that the Clovernment had done
nothing in the last twelve months. I
like that magnanimity that the hon,
member agsumes occasionally ; it is most
generous of him. Knowing the work
which the present Ministry have done,

[ASSEMBLY.]

and knowing the strenuous efforts of the
Minister for Works in this direction, it
is most magnanimous of the hon. member
to say that they have done nothing
during” the last twelve months. 1 am
pleased to be able to repeat the state-
ment of the Minister for Works that the
present Government are constructing
18 miles of railway per month more than
the hest average of their predecessors.
That seems to me to be an argument in
favour of the present Government, and
to do away, in & large measure, with any
necessity there might have heen for
carrying this motion. If the present
Minister for Works is constructing 16
miles of railway per month more than
his predecessor constructed, he is, in
effect, constructing nearly twice as much
as was done before—although the hon.
members in opposition still turn round
and say that the Government are not
doing as much as they should be doing—
obviously the Minister for Works is twice
as good in this connection as the Minister
for Works whao preceded him. The hon.
member continued and said ‘¢ build,
build, build.”

Mr. Heitmann: “ Organise, organise,
organise ' ; you remember that ery ?

Mr. THOMAS: The hon. member
for Sussex said some time ayo,
amongst other things, that we would
be so busy bungling the finances
that we would not hove time to attend
certain institutions, but if we were
to listen to his ¢ry of “ bnild, build,
build,” he would call the tune and we
would have to dance ; we would have to
find the money at his dictation, and he
would take all the glory, and the Cov-
ernment all the cuffs and kicks. So far
as | can see, it is with the leader of the
Opposition a case of " Do as I say, but
do not do as 1 do.” Apparently the
advice that the hon. member offers is
excellent for the Labouar Ministry, but
“no class " for his own Ministry. That
ig illogieal, and, if T may use the ex-
pression, it is absurd.

Mr. Heitmmann : His iriends the con-
tractors were not squeaking in those
days.

Mr. THOMAS: The hon. member
evidently thinks that the voice of the
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contractor, like the voice of the turtle,
is loud in the land. However that may
be. it is very easy to pose before the
country when one is in opposition, and to
impress the people that one is desirous
of achieving a certain policy, knowing
all the time that one’s opponents have no
intention of carrying out that policy.
One can always make a “ good fellow ™
of one’s self at the other fellow’s expense.
Now, I claim that all the trouble that
exists in Western Australia at the present
time, all the clamouring for railways to
be constructed. and all the complaints
about delay, may be Iaid at the door
of the previous Government. They,
without sufficient reason and justifica-
tion, led the people to expect, within a
reasonahle time, railways, here, there,
and everywhere.

Mr. Heitmann: Within an unreason-
able time.

Mr. THOMAS : They led them to ex-
pect railways within a reasonable time,
and did not give the settlers the lines
within an unreasonable time. They
seemed to be lacking in conscience in that
matter. Tt did not seem to matter to
them when the settler was being sent into
the wilds of Western Australia with the
promise of a railway, what his disap-
pointment was, so long as they got his
vote, bought by promises they did not
intend to materalise within a number of
years. It seems ungenerous that, having
dug these trenches for themselves, having
made these promises and having failed
to carry them out, although they recoy
nised them to be so necessary for Western
Auystralia, they should now attempt to
pass their troubles on t0 the shoulders
of the present Government. T do not
appreciate that kind of thing. T think
that the leader of the Opposition, if he
had said, “ We failed lamentably ; we
were nnequal ta the task that the coun-
try laid upon our shoulders ; we were un-
worthy of the confidence placed on us ; as
a natural conclusion we were turned out,
and we have so much respect for the
present (Government, and so much
appreciation of the greater ability of
the present Minister for Works, that we
ask him to do what we realise we never
could do ourselves,” would have been
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speaking truthfully. In my opinien,
there has been too much deception of
settlers by the promising of railways.
My opinion is that railways should pre-
cede settlement instead of following it.
If we were to decide the areas in Western
Australia that are suitable for settlement
and fit to carry population, the railways
could then be constructed, and the land
afterwards submitted for settlement and
those who selected would then know
precisely what they were doing and what
they should expect in the future. Then
a great deal of dissatisfaction would be
avoided, and much more prosperity
would be the lot of those people who
have invested their all The Minister
for Works pointed out and there can be
no harm in emphasising it—that in nine
months the present Government have
spent £200,000 more in railway construc-
tion than was spent by their prede-
cessors, and still the ery goes up that
we should spend more. I do not claim
that we have yet reached the limit of
railway construction, nor do I believe
that we have yvet reached the limit of
departmental construction. I agree that
we should go on increasing, and that
while there are railways to be built, we
gshould speed up as much as possible
within reasonable limits. There is a
financial limit to everything that any
Government can undertake, but, accord-
ing to the wiseacres of the Opposition,
there is no such thing as limitation.
That mighty genius who sheds lustre
over the name of Murray-Wellington
when he condescends to represent that
constituency in this Parliament, con-
ceived and gave forth an idea—strange
as it may seem-—

Mr. George interjected.

Mr. THOMAS : That remark is just
about equal in vulgarity to what the hon.
member generally indulges in. He gave
forth an idea. strange as it may seem,
and in effect it was that if we cannot
build all the railways in Western Aus-
sralie immediately by day labour, we
should let the rest of them by contract
and build them at once. With a fine
display of declamation in place of oratory,
the hon. member went on to say. ** There
is no excuse for delay ; these railways
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are needed, why delay another year ?
Let us build them at once.” Well that
is & wise utterance, and worthy of the
hon. member for Murray-Wellington.
But let us examine and carry it to its
logical conclusion. Do not let us wait
until to-morrow or next year for what we
want. We want 500 or 1,000 miles of
railway. Let us build them all at once.
Let contracts for railways here, there,
and everywhere. If it costs five million
pounds, what does it matter to the mem-
ber for Muarray-Wellington ? Let us
build them ; well and good. Suppose,
then, we want' & number of roads and
bridges in Weatern Australis—hundreds
of each ; why parcel out the portion we
can do from year to year ¥ Why not let
us do it all to-day as the member for
Murray - Wellington suggests ? Con-
sequently, we will spend a few more
millions on roads and bridges.

Mr, George: You are not paying for
them.

Mr. THOMAS : I dare say I will con-
tribute as much as the hon. member, but
I do not suppose that the question as to
whether I will pay for them or the hon.
member will pay for them has anything
to do with the subject. That is just one
of those luminous interjections the hon.
member makes oceasionally.

Mr. George: 1 adapt myself to my
company.

Mr. THOMAS: Perhaps the hon.
member does, seeing where he is now sit-
ting. This bright and intelligent mem.
ber says, ““ Gio on ; build and eonstruct.”
We want a number of harbours in West.-
ern Australin. [ went one at Bunbury
at a cost of a million pounds or so0, and
there are half a dozen others wanted.
Therefore, a few million pounds are
needed for harbours, and why wait until
next year ¥ The hon. member for
Murray-Wellington seys it can he done,
and chviously, if he says it can be done,
it can be done. The weight of the hon.
member’s  experience gives sufficient
guarantee that the thing can be achieved.

Mr. George : Why not stick to truth ?
You kmow.that I did not say anything
of the sort.

(ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. THOMAS : I take exception to the
hon. member’s remark, and I ask that it
be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. wember
muast withdeaw if the member for Bun-
bury takes exception to it.

Mr. George ¢ OFf course I bow to your
decision, My, Speaker, at the same time
when the hon, member is putting words
into my mouth which I have never ut-
tered, I think T have the right lo objeet.

My, SPEAKER : That is no with-
drawal. The hon. member must withdraw
the expression.

My, THOMAS: 1 was only carrying
out the hon, member’s idea to its logical
conclusion.

Mr. George: You have not got the
brains te understand an idea.

My, THOMAS : The hon. member, like
many other great minds, oceasionally un-
hends to induilge in a little repartee. He
is so graceful; he reminds me of nothing
s¢ much, in the graceful wmovements of
his repartee, as a camel trying to dance
the minuet. The hon. nembey in reply
to an interjection of mine, when I asked
him why he did not practiee what he
preached, said, ‘‘You are too voung in
solities to know what you e talking
about.”” Well, to quote what someone
else Las saul befare me, T trusl that my
faults and failings will eease with my
youth, but 1 (rust that 1 shall not follow
in the footsteps of my friend and grow
coarse and vulgar as I progress in years.
The hon. member’s stalements are so
irrezponsible that 1 would be wasting the
time of the House if I followerd him into
every rut. and it would be dignifying
statements that are not worthy of con-
sideration.

Mz, Gesrge : T would lose vou in a fog
in live minules,

AMe, THOMAS . The hon. member has
been in a foz all his Life, and T think the
hon. member s eonstituents must he very
dense to send him here.

Mr. SPRAKER : [ submit that all
this has nothing to do with the motion.

Me. THOMAS: 1 apologise, M.
Speaker. T shall proeeed with the motion.
The member {or Murray-Wellington was
good encugh to say that he does not deny
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that the present Government have done
betlter than their predecessors.
Mr. George : T never said that.

Mr. THOMAS : I copied it down on a
piece of paper so that I should not mis-
nuoie the hon. member. Yerhaps the idea
is better expressed than the hon. member
expressed it in bis own language, but
still he meant the same thing. It is
something to even get a faet from the
hon. member., He satd that he did not
deny that the present Govertiment had
done bhetter than their predecessors, Af-
ter finding fault with the hon. member
so muel, it is very pleasing to me to have
the opportunity of commending him for
having given vent to at least one idea
of interest. The present Covernment
deserve that commendation; they have
done splendid work, and T would like to
see members of the Opposition more
generous in their eriticisms. TWhen a
man does well in the service of his coun-
try, or when the Government do well in
the serviee of their couniry, why not
be magnanimous and generous enough
-to say, “You have done better than we
did and we appreciate the fact?”

Mr. S. Stuwbbs : Did vou do that when
vou were in opposition?

My. THOMAS : I did not have the
pleasure, but it T were in apposition I
would try to set an example.

Mr. Monger : You will be there soen
enough.

Mr. THOMAS : If the hon. member’s
anxiety to bring about that day will have
that effect, I have no donht it will be
very soon. The member for Murray-
Wellington also said—I know T an giv-
ing the hon. member an importance he
does not warrant in this House, hut still
it is wise to devote a liitle attention Lo
him now and again to put him in his
place—the hon. member said he was not
concerned with the sins of preceding
lovernments. as muech as to sav, 1in
effect, that he admitted the failu-e of the
previous Government to accomplisn what
Tre asks us to do.  Yet he had the cast-
iron audaecity to turn round and say the
present Clovernment ought to de it As”
T soid ab the ouiset, I really thought
there was very little that could be added

1093

to the debate that has already taken
place, but I eannot eanclude without
gaying that I appreciate immensely the
reply made by the Minister for Works.
He put forward a clear, honest, con-
scientious and cffective reply.

Mr. Monger : It is about the only
time he ever did.

Mr. THOMAS : The hon. member’s
personal grievance against the Minister
for Works will never allow him to appre-
ciate any good in the Minister no matter
low oreat it may be.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
warped.

My, THOMAS: His judgment is
warped, it is jaundiced. Hope deferred
by sitiing on the benches of the Opposi-
tion and dreaming of the day when the
Opposition will get back to the other
side of the House has somewhat warped
and jaundiced the hon. member’s jude-
ment. The defence put up by the Min-
ister for Works in this case, if a defence *
were necessary, was almost faultless.
The reply showed, as I have already
siated, that we are construeting practie-
ally twice as many miles of railway as
were consiructed by our predecessors,
that we have spent in eight or nine
months £200,000 more than was spent
by the preceding Government.  These
two statements alone are sufficient refu-
talion of statements made by the mem-
bers of the Opposition, and T only trust
the people of the country will under-
sland. as well as the members of the
House, the reasons which actuated the
leader of the Opposition when he brought
this motion before Parliament. T have
not the slightest doubt, if one eould get
within the inmost recesses of the hon.
member’s mind, one would find thal afier
he heard the Minister for Works he
deeply regietted he ever laid this motion
before the House.

Mo ATLEN (West Perth): Tt was
not my intention to say anyvthing on this
matter, but after the remarks of the last
speaker. T would like to have one or two
words o say. On a recent oceasion the
member for Bunbury expressed his deep
regret that fhe House had descended -to
the personalities members had given ex-

His judgment is
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pression to, and he hoped that we should
not continue them. Therefore I was sue-
prised this afternoon, when the hon. mem-
ber got on his feet. to listen to his re-
marks and the rellections he indunlged in
vespecting the leader of the Opposition
and the member for Murrayv-Wellington.

Mr. George: Do not worry about me.

Mr. ALLEXN: I am not worrving about
vou, but I thought that the hon. member
wlie expressed those sentiments, with
which I entirely agree, would, ai any rate,
put them into practice.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Henorary Minie-
ter): Do not follow xuil.

Mr. ALLEN: I do not intend tu.

Hen. W. C. Angwin {(Honorary Minis-
letr): You are doing it now.

Mr. ALLEN: No. I am entively in ac-
cord wilh the expression of the hon.
member that we should not indulge in
these personalities, and T rexret that this
afternoon he should come along and in-
dulge in them. A great deal has been
said about this motion being a party one.
Although I am not bound by auny honds
or the caucus of any party 1 think if this
had been a party move from the Opposi-
tion those of us who are sitting in Op-
position would have heard something
about the motion before it was tabled,
but the firgt I heard of it was when it
was on the Notice Paper. Anyone who
is not biassed or has not in his mind
something of a suspicious nature it seems
to me ought to welcome a motion of this
sort becanse iis first object is to provide
ratlway facilities. We all want railway
facilities for the settlers in owr country
distriets. That is admifted on all hands:
both sides of the House have expressed
the desire that the settlers who have gone
aut and (aken up land shonld be provided
with ratlwayv faellities. The second oh-
iect of the motion is that it would pro-
vide emploxyment for those ol our penple
who have not work now. Surely that is
an objeet that would be welcomed by
members on both sides of (he House.
Finallv, to give effect to Ihe motion, it

means that the railways the Minister for ..

Works cannot earry ont should be hnilt
by contract.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. W. €. Angwin (Honorary Minis-
ter): No, it says “all railways.”

Mre. ALLEN: T take it that the de-
partment, according to the Minister for
Works, is doing all it can at present, and
the object of the motion is thal the others
should be huilt by contract. These arve
the three points of the motion which I
have noted. and I eannet nnderstand why
such opposition has heen raised to it. We
had a long speech from the Minister for
Works sefting out what the Government
had done, and, as we have heard so much
of in this House, also pointing out the
wmisdeeds of the past Government. T do
not think we are here to criticise past
Ministries or to find fault with them, I
consider we are here to deal with the
needs of the present. Tlere has been a
lot of extraneons matter brought into
this debate whieh in my opinion is quite
unnecessary. If the truth of the matter
is that the Government eannot get the
monev—and we admit their borrowing
powers are limited—I am surprised to
find them chasing round looking for av-
enues of expenditure. Recenily we had
a debate in this House over the Perth
tramways purchase and the expenditure
of £475.000 plus another” £150,000 to
bring the Perth tramways up to anything
like efficiency. If the Gtovernment have
not the money to do nrgent and necessary
works to provide railway facilities for
settlers. why need thev go and take away
a facility Perth already has, though it is
in the hands of a private ecompany, and
put money inta that instead of using it
for railways?

Mr. Heitmann: Why “do you nol get
rid of that elown in front of you?

My, SPEAKER: Order! The hon
member must withdraw.

Me. Heitmann : T withdraw.

Mr. ALLEXN: If the department find
when tenders are enlled for certain rail-
wavs that the tenders are a long way in
excess of the estimates of the department,
there ig no compulsion for them to go
an with contracls. At the same time, it
seems to me the motion is a very proper
one whielr should eommend itself to the
House, for tlie two reasons that we need
to provide railway facilities and to ab-
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sorb the nnemployed. I ecannot under-
stand why all this extraneous matter has
been brought into the debate and in my
opinion much of the oppesition to the
motion is very largely a waste of fime.

Mr., E. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-
Narrogin}: I listened to the leader of
the Opposition moving his motion with a
considerable degree of interest; but T
must confess that, as 1 heard him pro-
ceeding, I could not but have feelings of
doubt regzarding his sincerily in the mat-
ter. As one very new to polities and as
one who does not know the intricacies
of party warfare, I could not under-
stand how it was that the leader of the
Opposition in moving this motion wept
what, metaphorvically speaking, can only
be described as erocodiles’ tears becanse
the settlers along the route of 1lie Yilli-
minning-Kondinin railway did not have
a railway, when we rememmher thal a Tew
months ago, when the Railway Bill was
introdunced, the hon. member strongly op-
posed the passing of that measnre on the
route surveyed hy his own Government
and authorised by the present Govern-
ment.

Mr. Monger: Nothing of the sort.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It was oaly be-
cause the line went too far norith.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: But your
CGovernment surveyed the route proposed
in the Bill, and you opposed the measvre.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I did not epnase
the Bill: it was part of our policy.

Me. B. R. JOHNSTON: I have every
desire to be just to the hon. member, hut
we have the fact that he opposed the
measure in Parliament o few mouths ago.

Hon, Frank Wilson: No.

My, F. B. JOHNSTOX: You opposed
the route proposed by the Government.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No.

Mr. E, B. JOHNSTOXN: But you did.
1 would like to know whether, if through
any unforeseen circumstances the hon.
member should find himself leader of the
Government hefore that railway is con-
structed, he would build it on the route
surveyed by his own Government and
aunthorised by Parliament? The hon.
gentleman is silent; he does not reply.
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Hon. Frank Wilson: What reply do
you want? T am quite anxious to please
you. Most certainly I would consiruct
the railway.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: But not oo
the route authorised by Parliament, and
surveved by your own Government. The
hon, gentleman’s remarks show that he is
not hurning with a desive to let a contraet
i ovrder to et Ihat railway built quickly.
He would delay the matter by ealling for
fresh survevs, perhaps five of them, and
the people would not get the railway.

Hon. Frank Wilson: 1 never said so.
Thig is a question of whether the Min-
istry would adopt youwr suggestion and
have the line consirueted on that route.

Mr. B B. JOHNSTON: It was not
my suggestion.  The route aceepted by
the present Government was smrveved by
the late Government throughout the en-
tive length in dispute. 1 say (he hon.
gentleman’s vemarks clearly show that,
as the member for Bunbury said. he is
only posing in his desire to build this
railway quickly, while, as a matter of
faet, if he were in power again he would
delay the matter, and perhaps it would
be vears hefove the people got iheir rail-
way.

Tion. Frank Wilsou : Did you not
ask the Minister (o have the contraei
let for this line? .

Mr. E. B. JOHANSTON : That is not
quite eorreet. If it were, it is not the
point I am discussing now. ! will desl
with that presently.

Hon., Irank Wilson : Tt is the only
point which this motion covers.

Mr. B, B, JOHNSTON : The point T
am making is that the member for Sus-
sex does not desire to have this rmlway
built quickly, but, on the contrary, if
he were again in power, he would build
the railway om a route different from
that authorised by Parliament, and
would first hang up the matter for vears.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I would build it
in donble-quick time.

Mr. E. B. JOIINSTON : T am aware of
certain reporis whieh were obtaived by
the hon. gentleman, when Premier, from
a countract surveyvor at Wagin, obtained
behind the backs of the advisovy board.
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1 say lhat if the hon. gentleman had had
his way that railway wounld not have
been built from Yillimining or from any
point leading to the town of Narrogin,
hut on a route recommended by a eon-
tract snrveyor al Wagin, and running out
from Nippering. on the Dumbleyung line,
fo the conntry east of Narrogin, in ordev
to take the business into Wagin. This,
too, nolwithstanding that the project was
against the advisory board’s views, and
against the wishes of the people of the
district. That was the hon. gentleman’s
idea, and that was why he got a lengthy
report on the subject from a contract
surveyor at Wagin. That was why he de-
layed that particular railway for years.

My, SPEAKER: Ovder! This dis-
enssion 1s quite out of order. The Yilli-

minning railway is not under discussion.

Mr. E. B. JOOINSTON : I am sorry
if T have been led away from the issue
by the lion. gentleman.

Hon. Frank Wilson :
own imagination.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : No, by facts
that are on the files. At any rate, apart
from the hon. gentleman altogether, we
have the tesiimony of another gentleman,
the member for Youk, as to the kind de-
signs the Liberal party have on the
construction of this partieular railway
from Yillimiming to Kondinin. T regard
the member for York as one of the most
capable of our political opponents, and I
take it that he was speaking as the moulh-
piece of the Liberal party when at Nar-
rogin he stated that the railway shonld
nat be built on the route authorised by
Parliament, that although the ronte was
surveved by the Liberal Government the
aceeptance of the survey by this Govern-
ment made of 1t a politieal job. I
thank him for having let the people
of Narrogin lknow the inlentions of
his party. He conveyved the impres-
sion that if they had their way
they would certainly not have this
railway buill on the route authorised by
Parliament. I am sure the member for
York will correct me if that is not the
impression he intended to convey. I think
the Tabling of this motion was certainly
a party movement, and from the way in

Entirely by vour

[ASSEMBLY.]

which it was moved I regard it as a party
altack on the Government, an attempt to
belittle the Ministry. The leader of the
Opposition did not show nor try to show.
that the settlers would get the authorised
railways any more quickly by econtract
than they would by departmental con-
sirnction. My impression was that the
Opposition  party desired to get con-
traets let so that their politieal friends
the conlractors. might once more have a
chance of dipping their fingers deeply
into the State Treasury. Tt is quite pos-
gible thal some of my remarks at a re-
cent deputation influenced the hon. gentle-
mau in bringing this molion forward.

Hon. Frank Wilson : They had no in-
fluence on me whatever.

Mr. E. B. JOONSTON : At any rate
you rvegarded them as of sufficient im-
portance te quole in your speech. The
remarks I made were, that rather than
have the settlers wait wnduly I would
build the railway by contract.

Hon. Frank Wilson ;: You recognised
that the settlers were waiting.

Mr. E. B. JOHENSTON: I recognise
that the Mimister for Works has clearly
shown us since lhen that the railway
from Yilliminning to Kondinin could be
built far more guickly by departmental
labour than under contract.

Hon. Frank Wiison : You require to
satisfy the scttlers on thal point.

Mr. F. B. JOHNSTON : I believe
they are pretty well satisfied. For in-
stance. if it were deecided to call con-
traets, there wauld be considerable delay
in the preparation of specifications; ten-
ders would have to be called, and we
would be faced with the delay which is
harassing 1he Minisler to-day, namely.
ihe absence of railway material. The
Minister for Works has a large number
of men emploved ecutiing sleepers at
the present ftime, and hoge numbers
of sleepers are heing amassed in the tim-
ber disiriets. A contractor would have o
make anew those mrrangements which fhe
Government have already made. Then,
whether a contraect is let or whether the
railway is to be constructed department-
ally, the Government have to supply
the rails, and the Minister for Works
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has toeld us that this work is hung up
because the rails ave oot in the country
at the present time. Af any rate that
statement has been made, and I accept
it. The Minister for Works also said that
when the material, the rails, arrived, we
shall be ready to start. A contractor
could not start before then.

v, George: Yes. he counld start to-
mMOLTow,

Mr. E. B, JOONSTON: No. The
Minister has said that when we do start
there shall be expedition in connection
with this line, and that it will be carried
ont more rapidly thaon any line built in
Western Australia, with the exception of
ihe Bullfineh line.

Hon., Frank Wilson: He was talking
abont the Quairading line,

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: No, this
statement was made in conneetion with the
Villiminning-Kondinin railway.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The hon. mem-
her is wrong,

Mr. B, B, JOENSTOXN: I am abso-
luiely right, and T defy yon to prove me
wrong, The rules of the IIouse will
not permit of my quoting from this

gession of HMHansard, but an extract
T have here was made from Ffan-
sard, and although T ecannot quote

from Hansard divect I will stake my re-
putation on the acenraey of the copy.
"That is the statement the Minister for
Works made, the promise the Govern-
ment made to the people of the distriet.
When we remember that wnder the ad-
ministration of the member for Sussex
the people between Wickepin and Mer-
redin had to wait all those years after it
was authorised for that railway to be
started——

Hon. Frank Wilson:
authorised ¢

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: It has been
promised for six or seven years, and it is
in hand now. Tt would not have been
started so soon had there not been a
change in Government to put an end to
the stagation which existed in that par-
tiecular distriet through the abhsence of
raflway facilities nnder the Liberal Ad-
ministration. At any rate, the Govern-
ment have given an assurance that the

When wnas it
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railway from Yilliminning to Kondinin
will be built more quickly than any other
railway, except the Bullfinch railway, and
I aceept that assurance with eonfidence.

Mr, George: I hope it will be justified.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The Minister
prorised that this railway would start
not later than next March, and since
making that promise he has said “T have
no hesitation in saying that we will start
thal railway earlier than T antieipated.”
I desire to tell hon. fmembers that the
Minister’s promises are very reliable.
For instance, a few months ago, in eom-
pany with the member for York, we
visited the distriet between Merredin and
Wickepin, and on that occasion the Min-
ister for Works promised that the Quair-
ading-Nunajin line would be finished by
next Mareh. To-day we find the work so
very well in hand, and so very far ad-
vaneed, that the railway will be com-
pleted in November, possibly in October,
instead of in the month of Mareh as
promiged hy the Minister,

Mr, George: Nobody is questioning
that,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: No, but it is
an unpleasant faet for the hon, member
to know that the 48 miles will be built
in nine months, whereas it took the late
Giovernment a year to build the 24 miles
from Wagin to Dumbleyung. These ave
absolute facts. At the same time T fully
expect the Government to do more than
merely keep faith with the settlers
in this maiter. For the first time the
settlers in that distriet have n definite
understanding as to when the railway will
he hnilt, and we will see to it that the -
Government will keep their promise.

Hon. Frank Wilson: 1t took a long
time to get n definite understanding.

Mr. ¥. B. JOHNSTON: No, the pre-
sent Governmnent were not in power three
months hefore they authorised that rail-
way. You had three years’ opportunity
to authorise it, but did nothing beyond
sending the Advisory Board’s reports
hack for further consideration. When the
Minister introduced the Bill a few months
ago, there were 473 settlers in the dis-
triet; to-day there are over 1,000, so the
matier is an urgent one. 1 realizse the
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diificulties which the Minister for Works
hus had beeause the people of this coun-
iry know that when the Labour Govern-
ment eame into power ihey found a de-
pleted Treasury chest, and they also
found that railways had been aunthorised
from oue end of the comutry to the other
and no arrangements had been made for
commencing them. None of the contracts
had been let for railways which lo-day
the leader of the Opposition savs should
have been let. The Government, I am
glad to say. have these neeessary public
works in hand and the other night the
Minister for Works tuld us that 431 miles
of railway are now under constrietion.
Sinee October last the Government have
constructed 283145 miles of railway as
against 102 miles construeted hy the
Liberal Administration.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The hon. member
is wrong.

Mr. E. B, JOENSTON: These are the
official faets given hy the Mimster for
Worka.

Hon. Frank Wilson: No.

Mr. F. B. JOHXNSTON: The Minister
stated that in regard to some of the facts
and figures the Engineer-in-Chief was his
authority. However, I am not going to
be drawn aside by interjections.

Hon. T'rank Wilson: The Minister said
that he had taken over 286 miles, but not
that thal distance had heen constructed
since last October,

Mr. E. B. JOHXNSTON: T take it that
as soon as tliey are eonstructed they are
taken over. I1f iliese figures are corvect
the Glovernment ling constructed four and
a half times as mneh raibway in a year as
the laie Govermment did in the years
1908/9 and 1908,/10: at auy rale we have
the authority of the Minister for Works
and of the Premier that the Government
is construeting not 200 miles of rallway
a vear but 200 miles a vear more than the
previons Government consiructed. Even
this I am prepared to admit is not enongh.
The faet that we are doing four times as
well as the late Government is not suffi-
cient for me, 1 do not want our progress
to be judged by their rate of progress,
even when it guadruples theirs. I say to
the Government—*go on and do better;
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double {he revords youn have already es-
tablished.” We have n big country that
needs opening up and 1 would say fo the
Minister that these railways which are
to be built onght to be huilt quickly.
The motto of the Government in re-
mard to railway construction should
certainly hbe—*1}o it now” For my
part [ hope the Government will
put up a record of 1,000 miles of
agrieultural railways in a year, and 1
am quile convinced they will hefore they
finish their tenure of office. That is what
the people of thiz eountry expect the
Government to do.

Hon. Frank Wilsowr: The Dliinister
says no; he says the people are salisfied
that he is doing too much now.

Mr. E, B. JOHNSTON: Tf he did we
shall have to gel the Minister to recon-
sider that statement; I doubf the state-
ment.

Hon. Frank Wilsen: Yes, that is what
he said.

Mr. Foley: He did a bit of sticving up
the other night all right,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Railways arc
reproductive works nnd it is our poliey
to spend money and, if necessary, borrow
money freely to construct them. The
average of the late Government was 100
miles a vear, let us build a thousand.
The Minister for Works has his oppor-
tunity and his apportunity is also that of
the people in the agriculinral distriets.
The people right through the agrienlturnl
areas are on the land without money of
their own, depending on limited advances
from the Agricultural Bank, and it is
absolotely necessacy that railways =hould
be built in ovder that settlers should have
legitimate opportunities to make a living
on their holdings. Tn this matter 1 agree
with all speakers, whichever side of the
Hounse they ave on, that time is the es-
sence of the contvact with rvegard to rail-
way construction. At the same time T
look on this motion with suspicion
owing tn the way in which it is worded.
The wording is that contraets be called
immediately for all railways anthorised
by Parliament. IF this motion is carried,
it means that the present system of day
labour, under which such excellent results
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are being abtained, is to be abandoued. It
means a contract will have to he ealled
for the Brookton-Kunjin line at onee, de-
spite the desire of the Government to
hold this work up until it has been de-
cided whether the Trans-Continental rail-
way will take the same route. 1f means
that the Margaret River railway, the line
west from Wagin, and the Norseman-
Esperance line must be let by enntract
ag seon as they ave approved by Parlia-
meni.  The Publie Works Department
llave men and organization and plant,
and 1 would not vote for a motion which
would throw this plant and organisation
hack on to the hands of the State. This
is a motion instrueting the Government
to build future railways, as well as those
now authorised, by contract. and no
Labour member is likely to vote for it;
neither should any member of the House
who desives sound administration and
economical eonstruction. Then we have
the deplorable experience the Siale
suffered in regard to one other rail-
way built by contract. We . know
the contractor ecouid not finish the
Port Hedland-Marble Bar line; the work
was hung up and the Government had to
pay him £28,000 to buy him off and finish
the work under departmental construe-
tion. That project was not much of an
argument in favour of the contract sys-
tem. Then we find that the Liberals did
not adopt the contract system of railway
construction when they had a special rail-
way project of their own. When the late
Government wanted to xush a railway to
Bullfineh, where a number of ex-Ministers
and their politieal friends and supporters
"outside this House had some wild cat or
other mining interests to serve, they did
uot build that railway hy contract bnt
adopted departmental constroetion.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What did you
say ex-Minisiers got?

AMr. E. B. JOHNSTON: T say when
the hon. member wished to (ake a rail-
way to Buillineh with such remarkable
celevity he did not build it by contract.

Hon. Frank Wilsen; T thonght youn
snid the Ministers had wild eats or some-
thing of that kind.
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My. E, B. JOHNSTON: Yes, I do not
want to deny what I said, but that was
earlier.

Hon. Frank
Ministers?

Mr, E. B. JOHNSTON: T said a
number of ex-Ministers and their politieal
friends and supporters had some wild
cat or other mining interests to serve.

Mr. Monger: Mw. Speaker, I ask that
that remark be withdrawn,

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: T believe the
Bullfineh rush as a whole was a wild eat
proposition; [ know people who put
money into it and suffered very severely
and they were induced te do it by the late
Government building the line there.

Mr. Monger: 1 demaod the names of
the ex-Ministers.

Wilson: Who were the

A, Georze: It is n very serious
charge,

Mre. Monger: Pet us know who they
are.

AMr. B, J. Stubbs: Dhid not the leader
of the Opposition state that he had some
Bullfineli shares?

Hon. Frank Wilson:
wild cat.

Mr. George:
the blame on.

Mr. . B. JOHNSTON: The hon.
member knows pretty well and the people
in this State and those in England and
the Eastern States who lost their money
know who to put the blame on.

My, George: I do not know, but I
would like to know.

Mr. Monger: T would like to know too.

Mr, E. B, JOHNSTON: Certain
gspeeches were made in the Palace hotel
and the action of the Government in rush-
ing the raiiway out in the way they did
had a lot to do with it.

Yes, but not in a

Let us know who to put

Point of order.

My, George: My, Speaker, on a point
of order, seeing the hon. member is mak-
ing severe accusations against ex-Ministers
and members, and that more weight may
be attached to his arguments outside than
in Parliament, it is only just that the hon,
member should give the names of the
persons o whom he refers.
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Mr. Speaker: Will the hon. member
tell me what Standisg Order demands
that?

Mr. George: When a member makes
accnsations like the hon. member has
done, I think he should justify them. T
could not tell you where it is provided in
the Standing Orders but I believe there
is a rule that no member shall reflect on
the charaeter of another member, and he
has not only reflected but thrown the full
glare not of o vefleeted light but of his
own personality. He also said that I
knew who they were. I state most em-
phatically that I do not know, and that T
know nothing about the persons he was
referring to. I did not have a single
share in the Bullfinch.

~ Mr, Speaker: Order! The hon.
member must hot make a speech. The
hon. member for Williams-Narrogin has
certainly made statements regarding ex-
Ministers but he has not refiected on any
individual. There is nothing in the Stand-
ing Orders to compel him to name any
person or for me fo demand a withdrawal.
If the hon. member reflects upon any
member personally and the member thinks
the reflections are likely to canse disorder
I will compel him to withdraw.

Mr. George: T quite agree with you
o a cerfain point but he reflected on me
because he stated I knew who the persons
were. T stafe emphatieally that I do not
know,

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member does
not know of course,

Debate resumed.

Mr. B, B. JOHNSTON: A good deal
of fuss is being made over nothing.

Mr, George: Yon are making it then.

Mir. . B. JOHNSTON: T said that
not only ex-Ministers bul their polifieal
friends and supporters outside of this
House were interesied in eevtain mining
propositions at Bullfineh, some of which
were wild eats.

Mr. George: T did not hear youn say
that they were outside of this House or 1
would net have mentioned anything about
it.

My. E. B. JOHNSTON: The hon.
member’s politieal friends and supporters
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are not in this Honse, but are to be found
on Bt George’s-terrace and in the Mur-
ray-Wellington gistrict.

Mr. George: That is a reflection on
my district.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON: I have no in-
fention to reflect on the hon. member or
his distriet.

Mv. George: We have some honest
men down there. a good many of them.

Mpe, E. B. JOHNSTON: After hear-
ing the roost effective speech of the Min-
ister for Works the other might. T do not
intend to support the motion. I ohject
fo the way in which the motion is worded.
T say that Parliament has a duty to per-
form to (he people and to the country by
seeing that the Government build more
railways, and that a vigorous publie
works policy is pursued, but I do not
think it is the duty of this Chamber to
instruet the Government as to the method
by which the railways shall be construeted.

My, George: Tt is a case of helping
one another, Christian charity.

Mr..E. B. JOFNSTON: Parliament is
justified in asking the Government to
build the railways quickly but it is not
the funection of this Chamber to instruet
the Ministry in detail how those railways
shall be bailt. Tf the leader of the Op-
position wants railways buailt and if it s
not his first desire to get jobs for the con-
traetors——

Mr, George: That is a niee thing te
sQY-

Mr, E. B. JOHAHNSTON: In using the
word jobs T mean it in the sense of work
for the coniractors. If that is the ease T
ask him to stiike out the words “that con-,
tracts be called immediately” and insert
afier “Parliament” the words “should be
construeted immediately.” Tf that were
done it would be a suggestion to the Gov- .
ernment that the work should bhe pushed
on, witheut giving any impertinent in-
struetion us lo the meikod by which lhe
work should be done.

Mr. George: You move ihat as an
amendment?

Sitting suspended from 6.15 1o 7.30 pm.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Before tea [
snggested that, if the leader of the Oppo-
sition was sincere in his desire to have
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the railways built quickly, rather than
have contracts let, he would alter his
motion in a manner that would intimate
to the Government that it was the desire
of this Chamber that the railways should
be put in bhand quickly. If this were
done, the hon. gentleman could safely leave
it to the Ministry to continue the good
work they are doing, and build railways
in the way they thought best. The people
in the agrieultural centres want railways
built, and they are not greatly conecerned
as to whether they are built by day labour
or by conlract., What they want is the
railways, with the benefits they bring.
Personally, I believe in the day labour
svstem, becanse it gives much hetier re-
-sults for less money. I still hold the
opinion, however, which I expressed at a
recent deputation that, rather than keep
the settlers waiting for their railways,
they should be built by contract. KFrom
the recent statenient of the Minister for
Works on this question, there does not
seemn to be any neeessity to introduee the
coniraet sysiem, and, in passing, T would
eongralnlate the Minister for \Works on
the effective reply he made on behalf of
the Government to the reckless statements
uttered by the leader of the Opposition
vegarding our public works poliey. T do
not intend to support the motion. which
T regard as a design to havass the Gov-
ernment rather than to help the people
in our farmine distriets, who are so
worthy of Governmental assistance, and
who are doing noble work in making
homes for themselves and their families
in the grent agrienitural areas of .this
State.

Mr. MONGER (York): I had no in-
tention when I came intc the Chamber
this afternoon, of expressing an opinion
one way or the other upon the motion
moved by the leader of my party. I
say “my party ’ becansge it was so
nicely referred to by one of the speakers
this afternoon. When I listened to the
rhetoric which emanaced from the brain
of my able friend, the member for Bun-
bury, I thought, in the first instance
that we were going to have not an attack
upon one member as it resolved itself
into later on but & general discussion
upon a big guestion, and I might even
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have overlooked that, had it not been
for the remarks made by the hon. mem-
ber who has just sat down, and who was
kind encugh to make a reference to some
remarks of mine on an occasion at
Narrogin, the centre of the electorate he
represents. I have to-night, no desire to
withdraw or retract for one moment any-

‘thing I then said in econnection with that

line. I am referring to the Yilliminning-
Kondinin line, and when the matter was
submitted for the consideration of hon,
members last session, it may be fresh in
your memory, Mr. Speaker, and it must
be fresh in the memory of all hon. mem-
bers seated on the Ministerial side of the
House, that the principal argument used
by the Minister for Works in support of
that railway, as against the recommend-
ation of the advisory board, was that a
surveyor connected with some portion
of one of the surveys had reported and
recommended the line which my friend,
the member for Williams-Narrogin, was
desirous of seeing carried out. If an
ordinary surveyor or surveyor's assistant
as I believe this gentleman was, is to over-
rule the recommendation of the ad-
visory board, I say there must be scme
kind of political jobbery that allows such
an incident to take place. I stated that
in the hon. member’s electorate, and I
say to-night, if the interpretation to be
placed upon the Minister for Works,
reason for altering the advisory board’s
recommendation is correct, I was privi-
leged, and, under those circumstances
I have nothing whatever to withdraw. )
Mr. E. B. Johnston : Would you alter
the route ?

Mr. MONGER: 1 have on every
occasion from my place in this House,
and before we came to this Chamber,
always supported the recommendotions
of the Government engineers, surveyors,
and, later on, the advisory board, from
the first recommendation for an agri.
cultural railway, sand L am going back
ngw to the year 1896, when the then
Government proposed the first agri-
cultural line of railway from York to
Greenhills. If T am in order, I desire
this evening to refer to certain state-
ments made by a section of the members
as to the attitude T then adopted. I
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say that my attitude then was to support
the recommendations of the Government
advisors, and my remarks in connection
with the Yilliminning-Kondinin line were
in that direction. This afternoon, during
the course of a somewhat mild inter-
jection by myself, the Minister for Lands
made some reference that I had not the
mental ability to do something. T do
not know to what he was referring, but
perhaps I may be privileged for diverting
for the moment from the question before
the House. I want to know what great
mental ability the Minister for Lands
has shown since he has occupied his
geat in the Ministry, and 1 am going to
tell the Minister. or ask his colleagues to
tell him, if he continues this attitude
towards me, the rude uttitude that he
has recently adopted. I shall give to the
House an account of one of the most
painful incidents that has ever taken
place within the precinets of this build-
ing in regard to the castigation which
the hon. member received.

Mr. Green: You are getiing touchy.

Mr. MONGER : Am I to sit down and
hear myself criticised, and my party con-
demned. and to have an interjection of
the kind made by the Minister for Lands
hurled .at me if I take exception to the
attitude of some of the members on the
Ministerial side * With regard to the
motion submitted by the leader of the
Opposition, I think it is one which, under
ordinary circumstances, or under any
circumstances, should commend itself to
hon. members seated on the Ministerial
side, more especially my friend, the
member for Williams-Narrogin after the
remarks he made when either introducing
or supporting & deputation the other day.
When the hon. member found that his
particular pet line of railway, the par-
ticular pet line of failway through which
he gained his present sesat in this House,
was likely to be delayed, he said, ** Well,
if you cannot carry it out by day lahour
if you have not the necessary plant, let
it to the ordinary contractor,” or words
to that effect. He rises to-night and
states, “‘My Government, the gentlemen
behind whom I sit, ¢an do no wrong. If
it be their policy to carry out everything
by day labour, and if I did make that
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remark, Ifdid notf:intend that that con-
straction should be placed upon it.”
When you find that on every occasion
members on that side of the House are
somewhat concerned, 1 hardly ‘like to
use the word * prevaricating ~"—

Mr. SPEAKER : Order. Huas the hon.
member used the word *‘ prevaricating "’

Mr, MONCER : What I said was that I
would not like to use it. When T find
they make a staternent on one occasion
and then refute that statement, I think
I may be permitted to draw the attention
of hon. members to the faet, and in
making. perhaps, the fairly strong com-
ment in that direction T did. T was glad
to hear one hon. member say that time
should be the eszence of the contract,
and as long as that be the motto of the

present Ciovermment in the construetion

of lines of railwayvs already authorised, T
am wich them. [ hope that may be
taken as & correct interpretation of the
desire of the leader of this side of the
House. He says that time should be
the essence of the contract, and that the
work shouald be done as expeditionsly as
possible. With regard to the remarks
made by some hon, members concerning
the big concessions granted in some cases
where contracts could not be carried out,
we have heard during the last few days
frequent mention of the Port Hedland-
Marble Bar railway. 1 say that the
gentlernen who undertook that contract
must have submitted splendid grounds
for the Government to have paid them
£28,000, and undertaken to cdmplete the
work. Every member on the Minis-
terial side is well acguainted with the
financial stending of the gentlemen who
undertoock that contract, and unless they
had more than fair and ordinary grounds
for asking the Government to cancel theijr
contract, do members think the Govern-
ment would have done it 7 I say they
certainly would not. The Covernment
were well acquainted with the financial
position of those gentlemen, and it was
only because the swrounding circum-
stances were such that no local con-
tractor could successfully carry the
work to completion in accordance with
the terms of the contract, that the Gov-
ernment took over the job from them.
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Mr. Carpenter: Did they not know
that when they contracted ?

Mr. MONGER : I say, and T want to
be most emphatic on the point, that
knowing the financial position of these
gentlemen, the CGovernment who can.
celled their contract and undertook to
complete the railway would never have
releazed the contractors of one shilling
of their obligations unlesas they knew
that the State was going to gain hy
paying that £28,000. Perhaps it would
not be out of place to refer to the
Hopetoun-Ravensthorpe line on  which
the contractars Jost a small fortune,
There has been no mention made of that,
but I venture to say that had the Cov-
ernment undertaken to carry out that
work on the day labour system it would
have been one of the most costly lines
ever attempted departmentally or other-
wise. We have heard something to-
night about the Bullfinch railway also,
and T wish to express the opinion that
when hon. members make Innuvendoes,
imputations, or reflections, against ex-
Ministers and their supporters, even if
they have all the Parliamentary privi.
leges imaginable, they should be pre-
pared to give the names of those ex-
Ministers and supporters who aresupposed
to have derived benefits from the con-
struction of this line. If under our
FParliamentary privileges and the pro-
tection we enjoy, we are to make all
sorts of nasty reflections against those
whom we personelly dislike and with
whom we are nat personally on friendly
terms, Parliament is going to be reduced
tu the level of the lowest spots that this
fair City possesses. I further resent the
references that so often come from the
Groverniment side of the House as to the
political influence which @ certain hotel
in Perth exercises on thase who sit on
this side of the House. I say that those
ramarks are impolitic, ungentlemanly
and uncalled for, and I ask that in future
we shall confine ourselves as near as
possible to the malter at issue instead of
resorting to aspersions such as are cast
by the members on the Government
gide, who never lose an opportunity of
caeting reflections and making innuen-
does against members who sit in oppo-
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sition. So long as I sit on this side of
the House I will alwvays endeavour to
conduct myself in such a manner as will,
at all events, command the respect of
the House, and I hope it will be the en-
deavour of other hon. members to do
the same.

Hon. FRANK WILSON (In reply): I
am satisfied that hon. members opposite
have willully misread the motion, or at
any rate they have wilfully pat a wrong
construction on my remarks. I en-
deavoured to put before this House
clearly the necessities of the country at
the time when I gave notice of the
motion, and hon. members will remember
that the motion was tabled on the first
day that Parliament met, which was
towards the end of June. So that it is
idle to accuse me of having put a view
upon the position of affairs which per-
heps at the present time has been altered
congiderably. Naturally a considerable
amount of work can be dene in six or
seven weeks when once a start is made
with railway construction, and to-day
the position is that several lines which
were hanging in the balance have just
been commenced, elthough at that time
no work had been done upon them.
However, I want first to take exception
to the Minister's rude comments on a
speech which I quoted from as having
been delivered in London a few weeks
ago by the Canadian Minister for Trade
and Commerce. T qaioted that speech to
show that Canada realised that she de-
penderd for her progress and prosperity
on a spirited publie works policy, and to
show that the Minister who ai present
contrals the department realises that
that policy had been fruitiul of great
results in Canada, Notwithstanding that
the -Dominion had launched ovt in bad
times when her population had decreas-
ed to some extent by emigration to the
United States, they had confidence to
engage in a vigorous railway construction
policy, and that policy has proved to be
in the best interests of the country. All
that the Minister for Works can do is to
declare that to be s boom and burst
policy, and to make the foolish statement

that Canada is losing its population
to-day. 1 leave it to any hon. member
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who is interested to look at the statistics
for himself, If we wused the term
“boom > to indicate a legitimately
prosperous time I admit that it was a
boom policy that was followed in Canada.
They certainly had the strength of their
convictions. They certainly did not
hesitate to embark on the building of
railways which opened up their lands and
brought unparalleled conditions of pros-
perity to the Dominion. As to the
“burst *’ business, that time has yet to
come in Canada, and it il befits a re-
sponsible Minister in Western Australia
to insinuate, even in the mildest degree,
that the prosperity of Canada is bound
to burst because of the statement
of a responsible Minister. Those words
which 1 wused, *‘buwild, build, build,”
to which the member for Bunbury
has so scathingly referred to-night,
were not my own. They were the words
of that Canadian Minister who said that
notwithstanding the thousands of miles
which had been constructed in Canada,
even before they had settlers to bring
traffic to the railways, the demand had
overtaken the conveniences that had
been supplied, and the cry was that they
should still continue to build.

Mr. B. J. Stuses: What is the popu-
lation of Canada to-day ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member can turn up the statistics for
himself, but the population is somewhere
between seven millions and eight millions.
I referred to that speech to emphasise
the position that 1 adopted, that in
Western Australio we had no ueed to be
timid in connection with our railway
policy, that we might safely build rail-
ways even into lands which were not
settled, in the sure belief that ultimately
the Jands would be settled, and be pro-
ductive of great traffic to the railways.

Mr. Green : Why did you not do it ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON : I did do it.
Those members upon whom the lash of
the caucus has been laid, and whose
flesh is still writhing from the strokes
of the lash, who last year showed some
disposition to rebel and revolt becanse
they were galled with the harness of
their caucus, are to-day ‘grovelling to
the powers that be. They have come to
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heel already, and that great “I am,”
the Minister for Works, and the Premier
and his colleagues can do no wrong
in the sight of those hon. members,
Why, the member for Bunbury used to
indulge in a fair amount of criticism last
session, but this session there is nothing
but honey in his speech, and he infimates
he is looking for the expenditure of seme-
{hing like a million of money in connee-
tion with the Bunbury harhour works. I
expect, from the remarks that fell from
the Premier the other night in conneetion
with finance, he will have to look a long
time hefore he has that millhon expended
at Bunbury in his electorate. The hon.
member says | have asked the Minister to
do what I eould not do myselt, and he
says this with the satisfaetion of the
egotist whose judgment ean never fail,
whose judgment must always be aecurate
and right, I want the hon. member to
understand this, that we doubled the vail-
way system in Western Australia during
my term of ofiice, absolutely wmore than
doubled ii; therefore we are not asking
any Government to do more than we un-
derlock in bad times and earried out
suceessfully.

Mr. Green: We are going to open up a
new provinee.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: But let us
look at the figures which the Minister for
Works nuoted so extensively and used in
n very vindictive sense the oiher evening.
Hle was more like a iornado or a willy-
willy than anything else in this maiter,
He flashed across the Chamber with a
volume of sonnd which. if it was not con-
vinelng, was at any rate ear-splitting: and
T am satisfied that the brilliant reply he
is supposed to have made. and which has
heen eommended by all members who have
spoken on the other side of the {"hamber.
will not earry convietion te the hearts-of
those seitlers who are waiiing anxiously
for railway facilities. He uses as an areu-
ment the amounis which have been dis-
bursed by his department in various
periods. He takes the 1910-11 disburse-
ments and compares them with thaose of
1911-12. and in the sante breath he acenses
me and my colleagnes in the past Admini-

stration of having neglected our duty to
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provide material, Now, just let us look at
it for a moment. 1t is perfectly true,
aceording lo the figures the Minister put
before the House, and which I have no
wish to dispute, as I presume they have
heen drafted by his responsible oflicers,
and are acenrate, that in 1910-11 we spent
£341,000 in round figures on railway con-
struction in nine months, that is, from
Oclober, 1910, to June, 1911; and out of
this sum £80,000 was expended for rails
and fastenings. In other words, rails and
fastenings were sent ont from the store
to these jobs vepresenting that value and
were debited up to the different contracts.
In the following period, from OQectober,
1911, to June, 1912, they spent £543,000,
out of which £153,000 was the debit for
rails and fastenings. Now, the Minister
accuses mue of not having ordered material,
and yet we have the large sum of £153,000
delivered from store and charged up
against these very railway johs for rails
and fastenings during the nine months
from October, 1911, to June of this year.
Ts that answer not suflicient? So far as
the shortaze of material is eoncerned, I
wonder how he supplied this £153,000
worth of rails and fastenings if we had
not ordered them in advance, And let me
say lhat these figures convey nothing to
the House. and prove nothing so far as
fhiz mofion is ecouncerned, because there
are final certificates and progress certifi-
cales of every deseription. One eontractor
alone received over £90,000 during that
time, exelusive of rails and fastenings, for
the works he was doing on his different
railway contracts. Let us pass on, and I
will eall atfention to the railways by and
by which compose this expenditure. The
next argument ithe Minister advances is
that 1910-11 we handed over to the Work-
ing Railways 232 miles only, whereas
in 191112 they handed over 286G miles.
Now, let us look at the lines they take
credit For, and see whether it was our
work or their work which enabled the
Working Railways o take over 286 miles.
First of all there was the Bullfingh rail-
way, the mueh despised railway which
hon. members sitting on the Government
side supporfed when the measure was
before the House, and which was con-
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struncted in reeord time. It was working
for niue months for the Public Works
Department prior to our leaving office,
and was nol taken over by the Railway
Department until the 1st December last.
The line was compleled in three months,
but it was not taken over for seven
eight, or nine months later, namely on
the 1st December.

Mr. O’Loghlen : Why ?

Hon. FRANK WILSOXN : Because the
Publiec Works Department were making
a good thing out of the traffic. That is
the rveason. They were c¢harging a
special rate, as they always do, the same
as a coniractor does, and they were mak-
ing a good revenue. There was no need
to transfer it fo the Working Railways.

Mr. O'Loghlen : A contractor wonld
get all that if he had the contraect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Undoubtedly,
if he had the time, but if we bound him
down to three or four months, he wonld
not. Tt is not very likely a contractor
would have had twelve months in whieh
to carry out that work. Then there was
the atanning-Nampup line, 38 miles in
extent. This was built by contract and
was taken over in April of the present
year. There was also the extension of the
TUpper Chapman railway, a small exten-
sion of 12 miles, eonstrueted department-
aily, and taken over on the 3rd May of
this year. Then we have the extension
of the Dumbleyung line faken over also
ont the 3rd May. Also there was the
Boyup-Kaojonup railway, 52 miles in
length, taken over on the 21st May last,
and the Port Hedland-Marble Bar rail-
way, 114 miles in length, taken over on
the 1st July last, and the Tambelup-On-
gerup line, alzo on the 1st July last. These
lines eomprise the 256 miles which the
Minister puts before the House and the
conntry as works they are responsible
for, and which he econtrasts with the
previous year. INveryone of those rail-
ways was under constrnetion pretty well
for the whole of the previons year, and
some of them longer. They were going up
to completion, and, naturally, if that had
not heen the ease they could not have
been taken over at the present time.
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Mr. O’Loghlen : Ye do not dispute
that. It is the present comstruetion we
dispute.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : If I am con-
stracting 1,000 miles of railways and I
el them eonstructed within 100 miles of
completion, and if when { have completed
nine-tenths the hon. member comes in
and takes my plaee as Minister, and
within three months completes the other
100 miles, ean he say ‘‘Look at we, I
have completed 1,000 miles of railway?’’
But that is just the attitude of the Min-
ister for Works is taking up to-day.
“Claver fellow, I am managing works
differently from hon. members, because I
kave handed over to Working Railways
286 wmiles of railway against their 23277

My, Heitmann ¢ That is not the point.
They arc spendinz far more per mounth
than you did.

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: I have
quesiioned that. The expenditure was on
the very same railways.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster) ; How eould the hon. member spend
it it the work was compleied previoushy?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Take the
Port Hedland railway. I suppose it has
been under construction for a couple of
years. It was eompleted at any rate so
far that the Minister thinks it to his ad-
vantage to take it over. He takes it over,
but not only have they certificates for the
work that has been completed up to that
time debited in this as money expended,
there is also the final adjustment of
£3258,000 for extras and settlement with
the contraector. All that goes to swell the
figures. This is only an instance of the
payments which ‘have heen made on ac-
count of eontraets, and on account of
works undertaken in previous times hy
the Adminisiration of which T had the
honour to be the head.

Mr. Heitmann: 8till the faet remains
that the Minister is building 16 miles a
month more than von did.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T dispute it;
but I am oing my own way about it.

The hon. member vught te have taken”

his opportunity of proving the statement.
of this 16 miles a month.
Mr, George: He cannot prove it,
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Hon, FRANK WILSON; I refer to his
Minister's words_that he has more than
he can do, and that he cannot keep it up.
He said le did not maintain he could keep
it up. How can they prove they are
making 16 miles a month more to-day than
we made and constructed last year, excepl
by taking the numnber of miles that have
been handed over?

My, Heitmann: Not necessarily.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: There is no
other proof, They have not started or
cémpleted a single railway that they ini-
tiated themselves, except the Canning Hills
line, 1 mile 20 chains in extent, which I
call a siding. All the railways the Gov-
ernment have spent money on and for
which they ave taking credit for having
completed are works Lhat were well in
hand previous to their acceptance of office..
It will be observed that t{hree of those
lines were constructed departmentally, and
four of them by contract. Those con-
structed departmentally were 58 miles in
extent, and those constructed by contraet
228 miles in extent. T is the contractor
who lias enabled the Minister for Works
to put up this record. It is the eontractor
who has enabled us—me when I was in
oftice, and the Minister for Works to-
day—to claim that this mileage of 286
miles has been handed over to the Working
Railways Department. Yet, we find the
Minister, with his usual irresponsibilify,
regardless of the feelings of anyone, say-
ing he has absolutely no time for the con-
tractor, that he would not trust contractors
at all, that he has not a good word for-
them.

Mr. Heitmann: I do not think he said
he had not a good word for them,

Hon, FRANK WILSON : I say the

Minister has nwot a good word for
them, hecause he wants to make a

strong attnck on the motion T made, and
to imply that I am moving the mntion
only for the econtractors, Then
the Minister went on to make
another ecomparison, and to say that
lines whieh had not been commenced
in June, 1911, numbered four, and that
in June last—I suppose he means that,
alihough he said to-day—there were only
two—the Brookton-Kunjin and the Yilli-
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mimng-Kondinin.  But the lines not com-
menced in June last were the Brookton-
Kunjin, the Quairading-Nunagin, the
Wickepin-Merredin, and the Wongan
Hills-Mullewa. With regard to the Wicke-
pin-Merredin he was most strong in his
denunciation of my methods of admini-
stration. He said that 1 ought to have
given them that line years ago, that I had
lad it years in hand.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Hear, lear!

Hon. FRANKK WILSON: And the hon.
member applauds. The Minister said I
had never done o tap to eonstruct the
railway. Perhaps he had forgotten that
the Bill was only assented to on the 16th
February previously. How on earth
could every line be put in hand by the
following June? We passed 12 railway
Bills during the session of Parliament in
which 1 oecupied the position ef Premier.
There were 12 railway Bills passed,
namely, Bridgetown-Wilgarrup, Brooklon-
Kunjin, Dwellingup-Hotham, Katanning-
Nampup, Naraling-Yuna, Northampton-
Ajana, Quairading-Nunajin, Tambellup-
Ongerup, Wagin-Dumbleyung Fxtension,
Wickepin-Merredin, Wongan Hills-Mulle-
wa, and the Bullfineh. There were these
12 railways, ageregating 648 miles, antho-
rised by Parliament in that time. All
the Bills, with the exception of the Bull-
finch, were assented to by the Governor
on the 16th Februacy, 1911. Yet the
Minister says that because we had four
which had not been comemnced in the fol-
lowinz June wa neglected the requirements
of the country, and that he was doing very
much better although he still Las two on
hand which he has not commenced. I
cannot nnderstand such an argument for
a moment. Four ont of 12 had not been
commenced within four months, whereas
the hon. member has filled the position for
ten monihs and is only just beginning to
make a start. NWow, what is the position
in regavd to these lines? Take the Wicke-
pin-Merredin to-day. in Aungust: at the
Merredin end 17 miles are cleared, 15
miles of earthworks construeted, and 20
miles of sleepers are on the ground; at
the Wickepin end 15 miles have been
clenred, 7 miles of earthworks construeted,

and 9 miles of sleepers are on the ground.
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I ask any practical man whether he con-
siders that having the work well in hand,
in full swing? At aoy rate, T tabled my
motfion at the end of June, and to-day
that is the position. We know that cleax-
ing is searcely worth mentioning on the
railway lines in that eountry, and we know
the earthworks are mostly light, while as
to the sleepers, if it has taken the Mini-
ster 10 months to provide 29 miles of
sleepers on that job, T wonder how long
it will take to provide the whole of them.

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): You know very well it is impos-
sible at this time of the year.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Why?

Hon. W. C. Angwin (Honorary Mini-

ster): Beeause there is no water there.
Mr. George: Why not import seme
water? .

Hon. W. C, Angwin (Honorary Mini-
ster): We did, for the settlers.

Hoen. FRANK WILSON: Buot surely
the hon. member knows that if a contract
“had been let the eontractor wonld have
had to find the water. It is idle for him
to say that because he did not have ihe
water he could not siart the lines.  The
Minister for Works said they had started
the lines, and had built more than we did.
The Honorary Minister contends that the
lines could not be started beecause there is
no water, while the Premier sayvs they
conld not be started heeause there is no
money. Now, what are we to understand?
Ave we to understand that it is hecause of
the shortage of money, are we to under-
stand that it is becanse of the shortage of
material, are we to understand that it is
because of the shortage of water, or are
we to understand that it is the depart-
mental system which is bhanging up the
works? As I said before, I do.not want,
or I did not want, to make any party
matter out of this motion. I did not want
to, but the bon, member has been so vin-
dictive in his reply, so thoroughly con-
demnatory, so far as I am concerned, that
he forees it into the position of
a  party question. Any amount
of abuse, so far as 1 am concerned,
cannot take away from the seriousness
of the motion, notwithstanding that the
hon. member has stated it is a dirveet af-
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tack upon his own administration. It
was never intended as sueh, but it was
intended that we should not only utilise
the whole of the labour of the Publie
Works Departmeni which are available
for departmental eonstrnefion, but that
we shoud also eall in the aid of the con-
tractors who have, up to the present,
done excellent work in Western Austra-
lia, T am nol eoncerned aboul the con-
tractors as such, but I am concerned
about the unemployed which exist within
our midst, those hundreds of men who
arg walking about, and who wired down
to the Minister from the Wickepin dis-
triet asking when the railway would be
started, in other words, when conld they
get work, Were these men likely to send
those telegrams—1 think it was in June
—if (he work had been theref Am I
not justified in saying that hardly a tap
had then heen done, so far ar any rate as
these railways were concerned? Now,
the next brilliant statement I have briefly
to refer to is that to-day we are building
450 miles of railway, and that T had
only a little over 200 miles going at any
one time last year. I do not eare two-
penee whether it is 450 or 4,050 miles ;
the faet of having the railways author-
ised and a few men scratehing away at
the eclearing is not going to give the
seftlers their railwavs. We conld have
passed a Bill for the Trans-Australian
railway eontinuation, and so put another
400 0dd miles on to these, or we conld
have passed the Cnolgardie-Esperance
line and pul another 100 0dd miles on to
the aggregate. The faet of having 450
miles of rvailway under ecoustruetion—
if vou may call “under construetion”
a  mere announcement made-—conveys
nothing, proves nothing. It is uothing
to eompare with the 200 miles of the
previous year—200 miles which were al-
most ecompleted. and whieh, in such con-
dition, are a jolly sight befter than 4,000
miles with onlv a few sleepers provided
and a few miles of elearing performed.
And this 450 miles whieh we have in
hand are made up of the Wongan-Mul-
lewa of 190 miles, which was passed by
my Administration; the Wickepin-Mer-
redin, of 120 miles, and  the Quairading-
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Nunagin, of 50 miles. There we have
360 miles of the lines for which the Min-
ister is taking credit as being in hand.
But, as T have pointed out, from his own
words the work dvne on the whole of
these lines iz very little indeed, Tt
merely consists of a few miles of clear-
ing, as compared with the whole exlent
of the railway; a few miles of earth-
works, and a few thonsand sleepers on
the ground. It is better far to have 232
moiles well in hand, as we had when we
left; it is better far to be in that position
than to have 400 miles of railway with
only a handful of men making a com-
wencement on it. It seems the, Minister
contented himself, and has passed his
glamour over his colleagues and biinded
their judpment—I especially appeal to
the Attorney General, becanse he ought
net to allow anything to blind his judg-
ment—the Minister has contented him-
self and his colleagues by letting the de-
partment finish the works we had got well
in hand, It is only since Parliament met,
only when there were likely te be ques-
tions and troubles, that any movement
was attempted with rezard to these other
lines. Yet we have the Whip interjeci-
ing that the department is eonstrueting
at the rate of 16 miles per month more
than we did. This can only be got at
by setting this 450 miles recorded as be-
ing under eonsiruction agninst the 232
miles which we handed over last
vear. It means an inerense of 200
miles i the year, which is the very limit of
the TPublic Works Department, accord-
ing to the Minister himself. It seems to
me that the arguments of the Minister
are at all sea. TLet me just give another
illnstration with regard to the way in
which he has put his ease before the
House. In respect to the Midland June-
tion workshaps, there was nothing too
bad for him to say about myself per-
sonally. He acecused me of having de-
layed. and neglected to order some roof-
ing materin),
Mr. Lewis :
the riveis.
Hon. FRANK WILSON : He acensed
me of having put np the walls before the
raof was ready, and he said that the walls

Tt took five months te get
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were now ready to fall down again for
want of the rvof. It was claimed that
we had blundered; and noiwithstnding
that, when I asked him if he had ordered
the roof since taking office, he admitted
that he had not dene so, that it was
ordered during my term. Yet he went
on villifying me, and said I was a blun-
derer, and did not know what I was do-
ing. The hon. member is always in that
vein; he is for ever going to put up a re-
cord, he is about to build faster and bet-
ter than anyone ever d&id before. He
counls without his host, because he does
not know that the control of the building
of railways, as well as all olher public
works, is not directly in his hands, but
lies with his responsible officers. Hence
my interjection that it was a reflection
on his responsible officers, We anthorised
the construction of large additions to the
locomotive shops, and it was handed over
to the deparimental officials to get under
way. If I remember rightly, it was or-
dered in August, 1910. The material for
the roofing was included in the works;
of course the whole job had to be com-

pleted, walls, roofing, and everything
else. The material for the roof was

cabled for te the old country immediately.

Mr. Tewis: Some of it has not ar-
rived yet.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It does not
matter, the material wns cabled for. Yet
the Minister accuses me of having waited
until T had finished the walls before or-
dering the material for the roof. He
said they would not do that sort of thing;
in faet he weni further and said I had
forgotten to wmake preparation for the
roof. Tt is not a part of the duty of a
Minister to forget or to remember a roof.
Tt is his part to authorise the work, and it
is then the duty of the responsible officers
to see that the proper material is ordered.
First of all, we did not let the contract
for huilding the walls, They were eon-
structed departmentally.  We did not
forget the roof. 1 am making this ex-
planation on behalf of those officers who
eannof reply for themselves. The ma-
terial was ordered within a month after
the authorisation. Tt was delivered in
Mareh, 1911, and it had all to be eon-
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structed and put together. There was a
lot of work in connection with the con-
straction of this roof, special machinery
was imported, drilling and other machin-
ery, which, of course, will be utilised on
a similar elass of work in the future. The
roof was manunfactured in the shops and
as the necessities of the railwayvs would
permit them to manufacture if. The
strike materially interfered withr the com-
pletion of the roof, the shops were held
up for two months and yet we have this
charge of gross hlundering hurled at us.
The Minister could not leave the question
alone. He occupied abonb two pages of
Hansard in acensing me of blundering in
this direction. T do not think it is neces-
sary to deal with many more of the illus-
trations which the Minister placed be-
for the House. If it is a question of
finance, as the Premier slated, and that
they cannot go on the money market, and
cannot find the money to construct the
railways fast enough, if that is the true
position, why not say so? I admit it 1s
a valid excuse, although at the same time
we should not be in the position of hang-
ing up our works becanse of a want of
money. It is contrary to the expressions
which have fallen from the Premier on
many occasions, when he declared he
could get all the money he wanted, and
that the Labour party were essentially a
borrowing party, notwithstanding their
platform to the contrary. It is also con-
trary to the half-expressed views that six
millions of money will be wanted, and
perhaps raised in a short time for public
works.

Mr. Hettmann: What do you eall half-
expressed views?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Why, half-
expressed; the hon. gentleman is half-
expressed at the present time.

Mr. J. B. Stubbs: It was half-contra-
dicted, too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I eould go
throngh many other phases of the Public
Works Nepartment. T eould refer to con-
tracls which have been let and turned out
cheaply and expeditiously by the con-
tractors. as I did in my opening speech,
and T could give other instances which
have come under my notiee sinee, all of
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which show that we can effectwally and
well ufilise contractors to carry out the
works of the country, and all of which
show it is unwise to tie ourselves down
to a hard and fast rule as to contract or
departmental work. The lon. member’s
speeches from time to time, and in vears
wone by, prove that these are his views
if he dared to express them to-day. I
know full"well e said he wanted a check
on publie works expendifure department-
ally, just as he wanted a check on the
contractor, and therefore he did some
work by day labour, and that has always
heen the prineiple that has actnated the
Government while I had the hononr of
being a member of the administration
until October last. We would see that no
contractor got an undue advantage of
the Siate, and if it were necessary we
would construet departmentally to keep
a check on them, and otherwise we wonld
utilise the contractors and their planis
where we counld do it ceonomieally to get
the work earried out expeditiously and
well.  The motion was not moved for
yarty purposes, notwithstanding what
members have said to the contrary.

Myr. B. J. Stubbs: What did you move
it forg

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To get the
works construeted, and becanse the Works
Department is congested, and the Gov-
ernment eannet possibly put the great
works of this great and growing State in
hand and complete them by day labour.
The officers of the department are not
numerons enough. In a contract it takes
a staff of 10 to 12 officers with an engineer
constantly on the job to see that the work
is expeditiously ecarried out.  We had
four contracts let a year before T left
olfice with staffs sneh as I have mentioned
controlling the work, and urging it on,
and vet Ministers think that by giving
the Bngineer<in-Charge. Mr. Thompson.
instructions to zo on he is going to get
Hie same results.

My, Heitmann @ [s it not a faet you re-
quire the same officers under a contract
as hy day labomr?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T instanced
New South Wales, and only did so to
show that there at any rate the Minister

. sume it is true.
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was in 2 quandary and saw that it was
essential to utilise the assistance of eon-
tractors. He said, as mentioned, that he
was going to see it he could not utilise
the vontractors on a percentage hasis.

He remarked that there were con-
fractors who had speeial knowledge
and special experience and also had

at their command ecertain plant. Of
conrse, in addition they had the men whao
went around with them year by year and
who were men they could rely on to see
that the work was properly carvied out.
He was going to utilise the eontractors,
thongh by deing so he was departing
from his prineiples to do the work by day
lahour, becanse he is a Labour Minister,
and that is the rule of the labour congress
that all work shall be done department-
ally but he thought that he might, by pay-
ing them a percentage on their contraets,
induce them to take charge of works and
carry them out expeditiously and get the
henefit of their expert adviee and man-
agement. The Minister for Works seemed
to be in ignorance of the idea. I quoted
it from the remarks of the Minister for
Works in New South Wales himself. T
had no communication with him. I pre-
The statement appeared
to be afficial, and there has been no denial
of it. I instanced the faet that the New
Sonth Wales Government on one occasion
had taken the conlract off the hands of a
contractor before it was completed, the
same contractor who built our Port Hed-
land to Marble Bar line, Mr, Teesdal:
Smith, and he immediately went to an-
other Labour Government in South Aus-
tralia who handed him a departmental
iob to complete under his schedule rates.
I instance that beecause it proves that two
Lahour Governments can do exactly op-
posite things and he acting in the interest
of their State.

Member : They are not hide bound.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I am tryin~
to get through the hide, and T eannot. it
is too thick. I might try till doomsday
and not get members to listen seriouslv
and weizh earnestly the arguments pu!
before them. The other side have met
me with a charge of insincerity. and have
contlinucusly said that T was insineere.
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The member for Williams-Narrogin, a
voung man with all his future before
him, eharges me with being insincere;
vet  he attended a deputation a few
months ago and urged the Government to
eonstruet  the  Yilliminning-Kondioin
railway hy contraet, it iley econld do it
quicker that way.

My, B, B. Johnston: The Minister says
he can do it goicker by day labour.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member will swallow anything the Min-
ister tells him, because be is under the
whip of the caucus. Are lhe settlers, who
are undoubledly languishing for want of
these railway facilities going to be enually
and as easily satisfied as the member who
professes to represent them in this Cham-
her?

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You wanted to
re-survey that particular railway.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : I dare say
the hon. member would do with o little
re-snrvey.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It would delay the
work.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It might for
a few weeks possibly, but that is no rea-
son why it has not been started for ten
months. The Minister got up and eharged
me with the responsibility. The Minister
for Works says the leader of the Oppo-
sition is responsible for the unemployed,
that he is respousible for the settlers not
getting the railway fncilities, that he is
responsible for the shortage of money in
the Treasury chest, that Le is responsible
for everything that is ill to-day; that,
forsooth, beeanse the Government are un-
able to carry their own responsibilities.
1 ohject to this casting of the responsi-
bility on the Opposition. It was all very
well in the first session of Parliament

last year, and if the hon, member
recollects, I stated at the close
of last session that, at any rate,

T thought he should not put the re-
sponsibility on the Opposition after they
had been long enough in office to earry
their own respongibilities. I said that I
hoped the eharging of those who went be-
fore them with the responsibility for their
actions after they bad been ten months in
office would not be repeated because it
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was simply absurd. T hope we will not
hear any more about this guestion of re-
sponsibility, but that the Ministers will
be prepared to aceept the responsibility
which the eountry—a grateful country no
doubt— has placed onn their shoulders;
that they will be prepared to explain their
deeds, good deeds and misdeeds, when the
time comes; and they will be prepared
to state publicly and plainly the reason
why they have not started these railways
which the settlers reguire; that they will
be prepared to explain why they did naet
take advantage of the plant, and men who
are in Western Australia, and who are
able to assist them in the eonstruction of
the railways.

Alr. O'Loghlen: Why did you not uti-
lise the plant of the private saw-mills, in-
stead of building two of your own?

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I did ulilise
all the plant in the private sow-mills
available, but there was no more avail-
able, and we had to huiid ene or 1wo
of our own.

My, O'Loghlen: They eonld have given
vou twenty years’ supplies.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Why is not
the Government using them now$9

Mr. Green: Because
cheaper ourselves,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: That has to
be proved. T have said before, and have
proved it by my aets, that T have not been
nconsistent, but that, when it suited the
country and paid the eountry to do the
work departmentally, T should do it. If I
could get a fair deal by eontraet, I would
do the work by contraet. If T eould have
got a fair deal from the saw-millers, I
should not have countenanced the con-
struetion of saw-mills. But we could nat
get the material supplied at the priee we
thought we should; henee we put up a
couple of saw-mills as a eheek upon Lhose
gentlemen in order that they might be
taught that we must have fair terms and
couditions for the State. That is what
I am asking the Minister for Works to do
to-night, and not to go from the frving-
pan into the fire, to nse a homely illns-
tration. T ask him not to go from the ex-
treme of “all contracts™ to the extreme of
“no contracts” and “all departmental

we ean do it
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work,” but to wisely and justly, in the in-
terests of the people generally, without
paying any heed to the fads and shib-
boleths of his own party or of this party,
to utilise both the contract and day labour
in the best interests of the State as ex-
peditionsiy as possible. I hope the Cham-
ber will be satisfied with the motion, The
intention was that fhe metion should
earry instruations to the Government to
utilise the services of contractors, not to
abandon day labour, but, wherever pos-
sible in snbsequent works authorised by
Parliamnent, to eall tenders in order that
we might have that eheck and that ex-
pedition which we have advocated.

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

Ayes . . .o 12
Noes e . 2
Majority against .o 12
Aves.
Mr. Allen Mr. A, BE. Plesse
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Lefroy Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Male Mr. I, Wilson
Mr, Mitchetl Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Layman
(Taller).
NOEB.
Mr. Angwin Mr. Lewis
Mr. Bath Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bolton Mr, MeDowall
Mr. Carpentar Mr. Mullany
Mr. Collier Mr. Munsie
Mr. Dwyer Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Foley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Green Mr. Thomas
Mr. Heltmann Mr, Underwood
Mr. Hudson Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Lander Mr. Swan
(Teller).

Question thus negatived.

(The Depuiy Speaker {Mr. Mclowall)
took the Chair.}

BILL—SHEARFRS AND AGRICUL.
TURAL LABOURERS ACCOMMO-
DATION.

Second Reading.

Mr. MeDONALD (Gaseoyne) in mov-
ing the second reading said: In submit-
ting this measure to provide for the pro-
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per and efficient accommodation of shear-
ers, shed bands and agricultural labouar-
ers, there is no need to make a long
speech, for the simple reason that, so far
as the first and the second portions of the
Bill are concerned, they are, with a couple
of slight exceptions exactly the same as
those contained in the measure whieh was
passed through fhis Hounse last session.
The member for West Perth speaking a
short time ago referred to those who were
not biassed or were not of a suspieions
nature, If there are any of those in this
Assembly I appeal to them for support
for this measure, and since one can never
tell if there be any in this Assembly fo
whom such an expression might not ap-
ply, I would appeal te them also. Speak-
ing last session when introducing a simi-
lar Bill T quoted, it might be remembered
from a report which was given to the
Western Aunstralian branch of the Aus-
{ralian Workers’ Union, eommonly kirown
as the Sheavers’ Union. That report,
dealing with the hnt accommodation for
shearers and shed hands in various por-
tions of the State, referred to the fart
that with one or two honowrable excep-
tions, accommodation for these men was
abgolufely lacking. The report went on
to say that in one partieular shed on the
Greal Southern vailway line the men

werg put into sheds which had for-
merely been used as pigsties, and
in  which pigs at night tme still
vsed to go. I do not know if hon. mem-

bers are laughing at my expression but
T can promise them, as T did last session,
to produee for their inspection the report
{o whieh T have veferred. During the
shearing, or that poriion of the shearing
which takes place in the north-western
rortion of this State, and which is just
fintshing some of the men who bhave come
dnwn from one of the best known stations
in the North-West complained that the
only accominodation given to them on that
station was a lean-to against a stable regu-
larly used for the horses of the homestead.
Tn spenking last year it might be remem-
hered that T was, in point of time, about
the most recent arrival in the House; as
a matter of fact I think it was on the fifth

day of my attendance that I, recognising
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the urgency of having this measnre put
through, asked for leave to introduce the
Bill. Tt was then hurled at me by those
opposed to us, not exactly politically but
industrially, that it was not on account
of any desite on my part to benefil the
shearers or shed hands, but that I was
moving in the hope of gaining for myself
a eertain amount of political kudos. It
was also said that from no union in this
State had any request come for a Hut
Accommodation Bill, Immediately after
the end of last session a conference was
held in Sydney of the Aunstralian Work-
ers Union, at which 48,000 members of
the union were represented, and there a
motion was carried unanimously that it
be a strong reeommendation from that
conference to the Government of Western
Australia that a Hut Accommedation Bill
be immediately brought forward on behalf
of the members of the union resident in
the State of Western Australia. As I
have said, the Bill now before the House
is practically the same as the one which
passed through this Chamber last session
and 1 would ask permission to refer to
one or two of the alterations whieh it
has been found necessavy tn make. The
first one is in Clause 5, which deals with
the appointment of inspectors. The meas-
ure of last year, whieh was read on the
21st November, 1911, provided that police
constables or police officers might be ap-
rointed inspeetors. Since then those in-
terested in the measure have gone into
consultation over it and have come to the
conelusion that it would be hetter to have
independent inspectors appointed by the
Government, and on their suggestion that
portion of the clause dealing with the
eligbility of police officers as inspectors
has heen struck out. Clause 7 has been
somewhat amplified. The Bill last year
provided—

That the employer nay, in any such
ease as aforesaid, deduct the cost of
any work pursnant to either of the fore-
going subsections, in equal parts, from
the wages due or acerning due to such
shearers, or may recover such cost as a
debt from such shearers jointly in any
court of competent jurisdietion; but so
that he shall not be entitled to recover
from any onc person more than five

(39]
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pounds in respect of the cost of any

such work done on any one oceasion.
That has been altered to the following:—

The shearers aforesaid shall be jointly

and severally liable lo the employer for

the eost of any cleansing, ete.
1 wan{ to point out that although the
wording of the elause is slightly different
from that in last year's Bill, still the sense
practically remains the same, and I do not
anlicipate any opposition on that aceount.
Another alteralion in the wording of the
Aet will he fonnd in that portion dealing
with the regulations, which was Clause
15 in the Bill of last year and which is
Clause 21 in the measurve before members.
This proves that if either House of Par-
liament passes a resolution at any time
within 20 days after the regulations have
heen laid before the House disallowing
any  remulation, such regulation shall
thereupon cease Lo have effect. That is
giving power to Parlinment to deal with
the regulations that have been brought
forward by the Governor-in-Council. To
that also T am sure members will have no
objeetion. An addition has been made to
the Bill to provide for sufficient and pro-
per accommodation for agricultural lab-
ourers. As I said before, the portion of
the Bill dealing with shearers and shed
hands passed through this House last
vear, certainly with amendments, and it is
that Bill with the amendments which T
have brought forward to-night, and T want
to say that no hon. member in this House
will ask that accommodation such ag is
deemed sufficient for shearers and shed
hands shonld be denied to agricultural
labourers. Seeing, therefore, that T ean
commend the Bill to the eareful considera-
tion of members of hoth sides I have much
pleasure in moving—

That the-Bill be now read & second

time.

On mation by Hon. J. Mitchell, debate
adjourned.

BILL—INDUSTRIAL ARBITRA.
TION.
In Committee.
Resumed from the previous day : Mr.
McDowall in the Chair, the Attormey
General in charge of the Bill.
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Clause 4—Interpretation (Hon, Frank
Wilkkon had moved an amendment
—That paragraph (d) of the defini-
tion of *‘ industrial matters,” be struck
out) :

Hon. FRANK WILSON : The amend-
ment had been moved because prefer-
ence was not desirable, whether it were
on the side of the employer or on the side
of the employee. No person should have
the power to demand the laboor of a
worker as a right, nor should any union
have a right to demand that its rnem.
bers should have preference of employ-
ment. To allow that, would be to go
back to the conditions of the fourteenth
century, which the Attorney General
had so eloquently referred to in moving
the second’ reading, when an Act of
Parliament compelled men to work for
certain masters at certain rates of pay.
If an employer by the order of any
court could demand a man’s work
against that man's inclination, he was
practically acting as a slave master.

The Attorney (leneral: It only means
that a claim of that sort can be con-
sidered by the court.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : The power
given to the court was a power to be
exercised.

The Attorney General: No,

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Then why
shonld the power be given to the covrt ?

The Attorney General : This is merely
e definition.

Hon. FRANKK WILSON : When there
wesa a definition it followed that there
must be a clause dealing with it. No
one could adduce sound reasons, unless
it were on bebalf of & smeall section of
unionists, why there should be a pro-
vision of this sort in the Bill. Members
knew that where the power had been in
operation it had not prevented strikes,
but certainly had been the cause of a
certain amount of friction and disraption.

Mr. Munsie : Because the workers could
not get to the court.

Hon. FRANK WTLSON : The work-
ers could always get to the court, al-
though the procedure might have heen
more tedious than it would be under
this measure. YFor that Improvement
the Attorney General was to be com-
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mended. But that had no bearing on
the paragraphs which implied preference
to a section of the community. It was
inferfering with the rights of the indi-
vidval, whether master or man, to deny
him the right to sell his laborr in the
most congenial market.

Mr. GEORGE: There was no right
which could confer on Parliament the
power to say that any one class of tax-
payers should have preference over any
other class of taxpayers. Why should
an employer have the right to command
the services of any particular man in a
trade !  Surely Parliament was not
going to do away with the right of a man
to work for whom he pleased. If & man
had personal objections to working for a
particular employer, was that employer
to have the right to approach the court
and ask that the man be compelled to
work for him ! That was a destraction
of the liberty which all men claimed to
possess, and in the same way, if preference
were to be given to unionists we would
be denying the right to work to men
who did not belong to unions, and by
denying them the right to work we
would be denying them the right to live,
How could thers be anything like fair-
ness or justice in such a preposal ¥ Let
members consider this matter, not from
the cramped position of unionism or the
caucus, but {rom the position they held
becauze of what preceding pgenerations
had done to resecue the worker from the
conditions of slavery to which the At-
torney General had referred.

Mr. A. A. Wilson : Who rescued them ?

Mr. GEORCE : It was not o matter of
who had done it ; what had been done
was good ? Members should be chary
ere they placed the slightest stain or
blot on the escutcheon of the unions,
which they claimed had assisted to raise
the working man from his degradation.
There could be no degradation so great
as saying that a man must work for a
certain employer, or refusing him the
right to work at all unless he belonged to a
union. Let members consider what would
be their own feelings if any one of them
was claimed by an employer for whom
he did not wish to work. Would they not
go to gaol rather than work for an em-
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ployer whom they despised, even though
they were ordered to do so by a judge.
1f it was not right to compel a man to
work it was not right that he should
be compelled to work unwillingly for a
certain employer.

Mr. MUNSIE: The best method of
settling industriel troubles was by con-
ciliation and erbitration, and the trades
unionists of the State were responsible
for the existence of the present Act.
Employers, if they so desired it, should
have the preference of the services of
unionists. Many employers sent to
union offices for workers instead of ad-
vertising, The object of the amendment
was not so much to delete giving pre-
ference to employers to use unemploved
union labour, as it was a means of delet-
ing that portion of the Bill which gave
preference to unionists.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
discussion was decidedly premature.
This was merely a definition. The
paragraph merely included the claim of
employers to employ unionisls in pre-
ference among the matters a court conld
listen to. It wes purposely done to
avoid litigation. Volume 12 of the
Commonwealih Taw Reports contained
a whole case dealing with nothing more
than the definition of an * industry ”
and “ industrial matters,” and there was
no desire here to have costly litigation
over these things. All the definition
did was to make it competent for this
matter to be considered as an industrial
matter. It was an extension of the
right of the employer to obtain the best
services he could get. Unionism meant
nothing if it did not mean the collection
of qualified men for a particular work.
Ii a man believed that the most skilled
workers were in the union he should
have the right to claim their services,
and if there was a dispate on the point,
then the court could hear it. Whether
e man had the right to insist on those
in unions working for him was a matter
for the court to decide, bat in order that
the covrt might decide the point it was
provided in this paragraph that such a
dispute should come within the defi-
nition of an industrial matter.  The
whole object was to enable the court to
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hear every possible kind of case relating
to an industry. Delete paragraph (d)
and there would be disputes that the
court could not hear.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : This inter.
pretation covered a principle, and mem-
bers were entitled to take into consider-
ation what its effect would be in this
interpretation eclause. Every matter
brought under the definition of indus-
trial matters was a matter the court could
deal with specifically, and by putting
this in the definition clause it went with.
out saying that in the sabsequent clauses
dealing with the powers of the court
any claim by the employer to the right
of the services of unemployed unionists
the court could deal with. It sounded
very well to say the employer got the
right class of labonr. He had yet to
learn that expert labour was only to be
gecured from a trades union. He denied
the right of any trades union to declare
that in its ranks alone could be secured
the quality of labour necessary for the
successful carrying ovt of an industry,
He would not go to a trades union for a
bricklayer, because he knew that union
bricklayers were, by resolution of the
union, only allowed to lay a given num.
ber of bricks per day.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : That is incorrect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : In America
men had been fired out of unions for
having presumed to make records in the
laying of bricks. He would not object
to exclusively employing trades unionists
if it were possible to get a guarantee that
the best men would be offered. The
argument that the paragraph shovld be
allowed to stand in justice to the em.
ployer was too thin. When did ever a
union trouble to give justice to an em-
ployer * He understood that the Gov-
ernment departments were using the
Trades Hall to get a supply of labéur
when they wanted it.

The Attorney (eneral: That is news

to me.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: It was
understood that the information was

correct.
The Attorney General: I hope it is
true.
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Hon. FRANK WILSON : There was
no reason why the court should have
power to say that certain labour should
be compelled to serve a certain employer,
and that en employer could prosecute
any unionist who refused to serve him.
What sort of service would en employer
get from a man who did not wish to serve
him ? XNo sane employer would wish to
have the court issue instructions com-
pelling certain workers to give him their
services, This power to make any mem-
ber of a union work for a given employer
was only put in by way of off-set to the
preference to unionists principle. Trades
unionists were a good body of men, but
they were trammelled and hampered
and bound up by their own officials.
He had often found occasion to vefer fo
the tyranny of trade unionism.

The Attorney General: At all events
what we are now discussing is mercly a
definition.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : It was ad-
visable to strike out all definitions re-
lating to the giving of power to the court
to show preference.  'Whaever had heard
in a free country of an industrial union
of employers demanding the services of
an industriel union of workers * If an
award were given in that direction how
could employers get satisfactory duty
from unwilling workers ? He would move
subsequentiy that the next paragraph be
deleted in order that everyone should be
put on an equality.

Mr. GEORGY : Under Clause 106 pro-
vision was made with regard to em-
ployers or workers refusing to offer or
accept employment upon the terms of
an award or agreement. If that happen-
ed it partook of the nature of a lock-out
or strike, and that meant geol. Yet in
the face of this definition the Attorney
General told us, with all the force of his
eloquence, that it gave the employers
more power than they had before. How
could inconsistency go any further ?

Hon. H. B. LEFROY : The principle in-
volved was repulsive to & very large body
of people in this country, and although
members on his side might not have the
power to strike out the definition, we
were there to enter our protest. The
Attorney General told s very plausibly
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that the principle came later in the Bijll.
If we agreed to wait till then, he wouid
ask why we did not object when the
interpretation clause was under con-
sideration. - The whole principle of the
Bill wasdefined in the interpretation
clause, + « + .

The Attorney General : Will you give
us & pledge you will not repeat this argu-
ment when you reach the clause ?

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: No. It was
passing strange that now we had a great
democraey formed in the name of liberty
it attempted to overstep the mark and
teke away that liberty. This principle
was not only repulsive to employers, but
to & large body of workers, and he pro-
tested against the danger which it in.
volved,

Mr. MONGER: T move—

That progress be reported.

The Attorney Cleneral: What, when
a vote is about to be taken 7

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

Ayes .. . .. 13
Noes .. . o 24
Majority against ,. 11
AYES.
Mr. Allen Mr. A, E. Piesso
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Piesse
Mr. Lefroy Mr. 5. Siubbs
Mr. Male Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitckell Mr. Wisdom
My, Monger Mr. Layman
Mr. Moore (Teller).
NoEs
Mr. Argwin Mr. Lewis
Mr. Bath Mr. McDonald
Mr. Bolton Mr. Mullany
Mr. Carpenter Mr. Munsie
Mr. Collier Alr. OrLoghlen
Mr. Duoley Mr. B, J. Stebbs
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Swan
Mr. Foley Mr. Thomas
Mr. Green . Mr. Walker
Mr. Heitmann | Mr. A, A Wilson
Mr. Hudson i Mr. Underwood
Mr. Johnslon {Teller).

Mr. Lander

i

Motion thus negatived.

Amendment (Hon. Frank Wilson’s)
put and declared negatived on the voices,

Mr. DMoneer: You decided, Mr.
Chairman, before the ‘‘Noes’ were
heard, and besides, I was on my feet be-
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fore you put the question. I was going
to speak to the amendment as moved by
the leader of the Opposition.

The Chairmen: T have declared that
the “ Ayes ” have it, and I cannct listen
to the hon. member.

Mr. Monger : I join issue with your
ruling.

The Chairman: The hon. member is
at liberty to do so.

Mr. Monger: Do you went me to
write out my protest ?

The Chairman: The hon.
may do so.

The Speaker resumed the Chair,

member

Digsent from Chairman's ruling.

The Chairman : I have to report that
a motion was submitted by me to
hon. members in the uswal manner by
asking those in favour to say “ Aye”
and those of the contrary opinion to say
“No.” Both sides answered and the
“ Ayes > preponderating, T gave it to
the * Ayes.” Then this protestfrom the
member for York was submitted— I
join issue with the ruling of the Deputy
Chairman of Committees on the ground
of the question having been dQecided
hefore the * Noes’ were called.”

Mr. Monger: I was desirous of enter-
ing my protest in the first instance
against the tyranny of the Attorney
Genersl in his desire to continue a debate
which is altogether out of gear this
evening. We have heard a great deal
during the evening of particuler para-
graphs.

Mr. Speaker : The hon. member is out
of order.

Mr. Monger : I absolutely disagree, and
I think & majority of members on this
side of the House disagree with the
ruling of the Deputy Chairman of Com-
mittees.

Mr. Heitmann : On what grounds ?
~Mr. Monger: On the grounds stated
in my protest. Before the Deputy
Chairman had put the guestion I had
rigsen to speak. I do not want to throw
it out as a threat, but every paragraph
of the clause in the Bill will have to be
spoken to. I am only asking you, Mr.
Speaker, whether my protest against the
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ruling of the Deputy Chairmaen of Com-
mittees is in order, and whether I can be
allowed to resume,

Hon. Frank Wilson: So far as my
memory serves me the position is that
the Deputy Chairman of Committees
gave his decision too quickly. He put
the guestion and said ‘' AN in favour
say ‘“Aye’. There was a moderate
cry of " Ayes” and before the ' Noes"
could voice their opinion, the Deputy
Chairman gave the decision in favour
of the “ Ayes.”

Mr. Allen: Simultaneously with the
cries of * No.”

Hon. Frank Wilson : That is the posi-
tion the hon. memher complained about,

The Minister for Lands: The hon.
member for York complained that he
was on his feet when the question was
put. As a matter of fact, the Deputy
Chairman of Committees affirms that
he gave both sides of the House an
opportunity of speaking and that he
gave the decision for the side which he
considered preponderated. In view of
the fact that there is a greater number
of members on this eide, it is only
natural I presume that he would give it
to the “ Ayes.”

Mr. Speaker: There has been a mis-
urtderstanding, but the Chairman has
already decided, and the Chairman uon.
doubtedly is the person who should de-
cide in a case of this description when
the House is in Committee. My duty
on such an occasion is to support the
Chairman’s ruling, and I therefore have
to rule against the question raised by
the member- tor York.

Commiltee resumed.
Mr. A. A WILSON moved—
That in paragraph (e) in line 1 the
words “ the claim ™' end tn lines 2 and 3
" the words ‘“ be employed in preference
to non-members”’ be struck out, and at
the beginning of the paragraph the
words  All workers under this Act shall
be '’ be inserted.
The paragraph would then read, ‘* All
workers under this Act shall be members
of an industrial union of workers."
The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
amendment was out of order.

The
Para-
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graph (e) was a mere definition and such
an amendment as the one proposed
could not be inserted there.

Mr. A, A, WILSON: I will withdraw
it provided that the Attorney General
will give me an opportunity of moving
it somewhere else.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
could not he accepted.

Mr. A, A. WILSON: It had been
moved and he had not yet withdrawn it.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
was not put before the Committee prop-
erly and therefore no notice would be
taken of it.

Mr. A. A. Wilson : The matter will be
brought up later. ‘

Mr. MONGER moved—
That progress be reporied.

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

Ayes 13
Noes 21
Majority against 8
AYEB.
Mr. Allen Mr. A. E. Piesse
Mr. George Mr, A. N. Ptesse
Mr. Lefroy Mr. 8. Slubbs
Mr. Male Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Mitchell Mr., Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Layman
Mr, Moore (Teller).
No:zs
Mr. Bath Mr. McDonald
Mr. Boltan Mr. Mullany
Mr. Dooley Mr. Munsie
Mr. Dwyer Hr, OrLoghlen
Mr. Foley Mr. B. J. Stubbs
Mr. Green Mr. Swan
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Thomas
Mr. Hudson Mr. Walker
Mr. Johnston Mr. A. A. Wilson
Mr. Lander Mr. Underwood
Mr. Lewls (Teller).

Motion thus negatived.

Hon. FRANK WILSON
amendment—
That paragraph (e) be struck out.
Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes .. .. . 13
Noes .. . oo

moved an

Majority against .. 7
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AYES,
Mr. Allen Mr. A, E. Pictse
Mr. George Mr. A. N. Plesse
Mr. Lelroy Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Male Mr. F. Wilson
Mr., Mitchell Mr. Wisdom
Mr. Monger Mr. Layman
Mr. Moore (Teller).
NoEs.
Mr. Bath Mr. McDonald
Mr. Rolten Mr, Mullany
Mr. Dwyer Mr. Munsie
Mr. Foley AMr. O'Loghien
Mr., Green Mr. B. T, Stubbs
Mr. Heitmann Mr., Swan
Mr. Hudson Mr, Thomas
Mr. Johuston Mr. Walker
Alr. Lander Mr. A. A, Wllson
Mr. Lawls Mr, Underwood
(Tellery.

Amendment thus negatived.

Mr., GEORGE: The Laboor party
should be congratulated on the fact that
at last they bad seen fit to deal with the
question of apprentices in a proper spirit.
Not many years ago there had existed a
very great objection to apprentices, but.
it was gratifying to see that this pre-
judice had been overcome.

Mr. MUNSIE : Before the claase was
finally passed he would like an assurance
from the Attorney General that provision
was made against the recurrence of such
a contingency as had oceurred in 1908,
when the tailors’ union of Perth had
heen ruled out of court on a technicality.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: All
those cases which had occasioned diffi-
culties in the local arbitration court and
the arbitration courts of Australia had
furnished the material for the drafting
of this Bill, and the alterations of the old
Act wers all in the direction of facilitating
access to the court and the dealing with
matters in the court when the cases were
taken there.

Mr. MUNSIE : The definition of ‘ in-
dustrial union ” was given as “an in-
dustrial union registered under this Act.”
Sub-clause 2 of Clause 6 stated that any
branch of an industrial union might
become registered as a separate union.
In Sub-clause 3 of Clause 98 it was
distinctly stated that any union affiliated
with an industrial association must obtain
the ponsent of the head body before they
could cite a case to the arbitration court.



[14 Avcust, 1912.]

In the case of the Federated Miners’
Union, the executive was registered as
an industrial asgociation, but the
branchgs were all registered separately
ag industria]l unions. Was this defini-
tion of an industrial union going to give
to any branch the right to” go to the
court and put the executive to the cost of
fighting & case without first having
obtained the consent of the executive ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
definition included only an industrial
union which was registered. It was
true that a branch might become regis-
tered as a separate union, but when it
was registered it was no longer a branch.

Mr. MUNSIE: Every branch of the
Miner’s Union was registered as a separate
union, and the Bill wonld validate all
those registrations. The point at issuae
was could any one of those unions cite
a case to the court without the consent
of the executive ?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
Bill anticipated cases of that kind.
Part 2 dealt with unions and associa-
tions, and stated what a branch ecould
do, and what it could not do. Al
branches of & union became industrial
unions, but what powers they had as
such were dealt with in Part 2, which
was not now under consideration,

Mr. GEORGE : The interpretation of a
““ gtrike ' was fairly comprehensive, but
. would it deal with that form of cessation
of work called & “ conference” ?* The
Attorney General was endeavouring to
deal with anything that might oceur to
interfers with the working of an industry,
but had he taken into consideration the
word ' conference > and was it covered
by the definition of * strike™ *?

The Attorney General : It includes
anything and everything which is ‘of
the nature of a cessation of work or
refusal to work by any number of
workers acting in combination.

Mr. GEORGE: But would it cover
any cessation of work for any cause
whatsoever ! There had heen con-
ferences not for the purpose of interfer-
ing with the business of the employer,
but that had been the effect. Would
such instances be covered by the defi-
nition of * strike ” ?
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The Attorney General: Yes, if it is
done with a view to coercing the em-
ployer.

Mr. GEORGE : Assuming a body of
workers chose to go into conference
and gave a plausible reason for so doing,
but the conference meant a cessation of
work and the stoppage of the employer’s
business, had the employer any remedy ?

The Attorney General : Undoubtedly.
Anything that is done in combination to
stop work comes within this definition.

Mr. GEORGE : If a number of work-
men desired e certain thing and asked
their employer for it and did not get it,
they could, instead of declaring the
reason why they had gone into confer-
ence, advance any excuse. Would this
clause desl properly with a cessation of
work in such circumstances ?

The Attorney General: Undoubtedly.

Mr. GEORGE : Under this new fangled
invention of a conference it is quite pos-
sible for the men to hold a conference
and cause a stoppege of work without
advancing s reason which would bring
them under this clause. He wanted the
Attorney General to make the clause
deal with any act which caused a cess-
ation of work.

Mr. A. A. WILSON moved an amend-
ment—

That in the definition of « Worker,”
the word “‘eny” between * of " and
“age” be struck out and the words
“not less than fourteen years of V be
inserted in liew.

Mr. George s Why not make it 16 ¢

Mr. A, A WILSON : It would inter- -
fere with apprentices, and some people
cannot afiord to keep their children until
they are 16 years of age.

Amendment (tostrike cut “ any ) put
and passed.

Mr. GEORGE : It would be better to
make the age 16.

The Attorney General : You will knock
out apprentices if you make it 16 ; 14 is
consistent with the school age and every-
thing else.

Mr. GEORGE : The age of 14 was too
young. A boy of that age might be
doing work for which he was not physic-
ally fit. The climate in Australin made
a big difference in this respect.
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Mr. B. J. STUBBS: If we made the
age 16 we would not prevent boys from
going to work but only from coming
under tho operation of this measure.
The IEducation Act allowed them to
leave school and the Factories Act al-
lowed to go to work at the age of 14;.
on the other hand every member realised
that 14 was too low an age for boys to
start work-

Amendment (to insert ' not less than
14 vears of ) put and passed ; the clauss
as amended, agreed to.

Clause 5—Penalties :

Mr. GEORGCE: The penalties were
numeroos and he thought they were
bringing people under this mesasure
almost on a level with criminals.

+ The Attorney General : You must have
something substantial,

«Mr. GEORGE: If it were necess&ry.
well and good.

Clause put and passed.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 10-50 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers,

QUESTION—QUAIRADING LOCK-UP.

Hon, V. HAMERSLEY (without no-
lice) asked the Colenial Secretary: 1,
If his attention has been called to the
condition of affairs existing at Quairading,

[COUNCIL.]

where there are no police quarters, and
where three men have been chained to a
tree all night in bad weather. 2, If sieps
are being taken lo remedy this state of
affairs.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: T am quite willing to reply to the
question. My attention has been called to
this condition of affairs, and I prapose to
take steps to remedy it.

BILL—METHODIST CHURCH PRO-
PERTY TRUST.

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL—TRAMWAYS PURCHASE.
Second Reading—Amendment, 5iz months.

Debate resumed from the previcus day.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (North-East) :
I do not think it is necessary for me to
say very much, or to speak at any length
in regard to this Bill, as a great deal has
been said by previous speakers. One can
only judge the merits of a Bill by the
reasons put forward by its sponsors when
introducing it to the House. If one were
to judge this Bill solely by tha utterances
of the Government I say without hesifa-
tion members would have no other choice
than to vote directly againsl the Bill. T
have listened with considerable inlerest to
the able and eloquent speech of Mr. Cole-
bateh, and let me say that T thoroughly
agree with every argument uttered by that
lon. gentleman. Again 1 say, were we
to judge the Bill by what has been said
in its favour hy the Governmeni, and
against it by #r. Colebalch, we should
have no choice hat to vote direcHy against
the measure. We are told that this is a
Bill for the purchase of a certain property
from the tramway company. If is a busi-
ness nroposition and naturally one looks,
in the first place, to see if we arve petting
value for our money. ILet us take the
case as it is placed before Parliament by
the Governmenl. The Government stated
that they did not enter into negotiations
without having first got their expert offi-
cers to advise them in eonnection with the
valne of the property. They instructed



