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Hon, P. Collier:
ness.

The MINISTER FOE WORKS: At any
rate, I know nothing abeut it. I will go
into the matter and find ont if I was there
when this matter was decided, but in the
meantime, all T can say is that. I do not
konow anything ahout this matter going
through. I do not complain of the Opposi-
tion turnming up Ministers’ speeches made
some years gzgo. That is all fair game, and T
only regret that we unfortunately gave them
such good ammunition,

Hon. P. Collier: I only gave you a few
lines. I was mereiful.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: T do not
know that T need dwell further on this mat-
ter. I have been hurt very much during this
dehate this evening. T do not like talking
sentimental pifie. T am essentinlly a man to
whom loyalty is the main question, and 1
have been hurt indeed at hearing reflections
east upon my Premier. 1 «do nof always
agree with him nor does he always agrec
with me, but T say, believing and knowing
it to be true, that he has acted absolutely
honestly and honourably all through this mat-
ter. If he is to receive any censure at the
hands of this Chamber, let e have some of
it too.

Hon. W, C. Angwin;

But this was your busi-

Y.'ou will get some

of it.
Hon. P. Collier: You come in first in the
motion. The Premier ig only concerned in

the secondary ecensuore.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The Pre-
micr has behaved, so far as T know, in a
manly and straightforward way to all mem-
bers of the Cahinet regarding this matter.
I 46 not believe there is the slightest foun-
dation for the suggestion that he has pur-
posely hidden this matter so as to get it
through in the small hours of the morning,
when the House was not fully aware of what
was going on. Sir James Mitchell has too
much sense of honour to steop to matters
such as that, and I am sorry indeed he has
had to listen to statements of that deserip-
tion. Be that as it may, the Iouse can
judge in this matter. TLet members go
through the files. Let them not be satisfied
with g mere eursory eXamination, bui let
them get the four or five files dealing with
this matter and conneet them up and see
where the truth lies. If the IHonse decides
that the appointment of a Royal Commission
to investigate this matter is justified, I think
it will be due to the late Attorney General,
Mr. Robinson, that he shall have seme say in
the matter. He may be able to advance a
different point of view from that held by
members of the Opposition, and in some re-
gpects from that which appeals to me. 1
have given to the House, with what ability 1
have, a straightforward plain statement and
I ask the House to aeccept it.

On motion by Mr. Underwood, debate ad-
Journed.

House adjourned at 10.55 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT tock the Chair at 3
pm., snd read prayers.

ASSENT TO BILLS,

Message received from the Governor noti~
fying assent to the following Bills:—

1, Recipracal Enforcement of Maintenance
Orders.

2, Bank Holidays Amendment.
3, Gold Buyers.

House adjourned at 8.3 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

pm., and read prayers,

QUESTION—GOLDFIELDS WATER
SUPPLY, MAINS.

Mr., MULLANY (for Mr. MacCallum’
Smith) asked the Minister for Water Sup-
piy: 1, Are the goldfields water mains in a
satisfactory state of repair? 2, What is the
cost of repair of the 30-inch goldfie)ds main
water pipe lina? 3, What is tbe nature of
the repairs? 4, Is it the case that the steel
mains are becoming so pitted and corroded
that their life is now greatly limited? 5, If
g0, how long is it estimated such mains will
last?
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The MINISTER FOR WATER SUPPLY
replied: 1, Yes. 2, £47,000 for current year,

including  ““:liversions,’’ ie., relaying and °*

lifting portions of the main. 3, Caulking,
plugging, cutting, and welding; relaying sec-
tions of main with pipes made good by oxy-
welling, fixing overrings on bad ends, and
other work usual on steel mains. 4, No;
owing to de-aerating the water, ¢orrosion was
stopped some four years ago, and in the
opinion of the Chief Engineer for Water
Sopply the main can be kept in working
order for 20 years, that is with proper atten-

tion and maintenance. 5, Replicd to by
No. 4.

SELECT COMMITTEE, HOSPITALS
BILL.

Extension of Time.

On motion by Mr. Gibson, the time for
bringing uwp the report of the seleet com-
mittee was extended to the 4th Januvary.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from (Governor received and read,
netitying assant to the following Bills:—

1, Courts of Session.

2, Perth Hebrew Congregation Lands.

3, Reciproval Enforcement of Maintenance
Orlers.

4, Bank Holidays Amendment.

5, Gold Buyers.

MOTION—WANT OF CONFIDEXNCE
IN THE GOVERXMENT,

Waroona-Lake Clifton Railway.

Dekate resumed from the previous day on
the following motion by Hon. P. Collier:—

That, in the opinion of this House, the
Ministers in the preseat Government who
participated in the formatien and ecom-
pletion of the contract to build and pur-
chase the Waroona-Lake Clitton railway
without the authority of Parliament, and
in defianee of a resolution passed by the
Asgemhly as to the order of building rail-
way lines in {he State, are deserving of the
utmost censure; and the Governmient, who
have known all the facts in connection
with the said contract and withheld them
from the knowledge of the House and the
people, have lorfeited the confidence of the
Assembly.

Mr., UNDERWOOD (Pilbara) [4.38]: Im
dealing with this sabjeet, I may be allowed
tr comment shortly on the speeches which
have been made. I listened carcfully to the
Minister for Works, and while he was speak-
ing, that song from the ‘‘Mikado’’ revurred
to me—

The flowers that bloom in the spring,
tra la la,
Have nothing to do with the case.

[ASSEMBLY.]

That sums up the speech of the Minister for
Works,

The Minister for Works:
the compliment.

Mr., UNDERWOOD : The member for
Kanowna (Hon, T. Walker) said that a
spirit of corruption was abroad. I have
found, somewhat to my disappeintment, that
most people outside of Parliameat are prone
to believe that Parliamentarians are always
apt to he vorrupt, The opposite ia correct.
If the Australian Parliaments have anything
at all to be proud of, it is that scarcely ever
has it been proved that members are corrupt.
The reason why people ontside are apt to
hold this opinion is due, 1 think, to the fact
that members themsclves are so prone to
throw accusations of corruption across the
floor of the Hause. Although recognising
that the work has not becen too clean or clear,
I still have an open mind, and I believe that
not one member or officer conneeted with this
n atter has done it from corrupt motives. In
1916 we passed a Bill for an Act pranting
a speeial lease giving the right to build a
railway from Waroona to Lake Clifton. It
seemy to me that many members, some inten-
tionally, some otherwise, are misreading that
Aet, On the file are found the words ¢ Under
the authority of the Aet.'’ The Leader of
the Opposition used the same expression, In
the Act no authority is given, The famouns
paragraph in the agreement, No. 13, says it
shall be lawful for ns, onr heirs and sucees-
sers to take over the line on certain eondi-
tions, The mere fact of it being lawful does
not authorise us to do se. Tlhere are thows-
ands of things that thousands of men counld
do lawfully, but they are not authorised to
do them. For instance, it would be lawful
for the Government to build a railway from,
say, Meckatharra to Marble Bar, but there
is no authority to do so. It would he quite
lawfil for me to bgcome Premier of West-
ern Auvstrialia, and T con assure members that
1 would be Premier if I could get the author-
ity of Parliament. To say that because it
is lawful to do a certain thing, one is author-
isel to do it, is only quibbling with or misun-
derstanding words. After poing through the
file, I have no doubt that the reason many
Ministers hold that this matter should have
been submitted to Parliament was that they
realised that the Act as passed does not give
authority. From the file we find that one
or two Ministers were under the impression
that, if they came back te Parliament, Par-
linment would not agree to any alteration to
the Aet. Tt has been said that the Act is not
altered, that we have not deviated from the
Act. The Act reads, ‘Tt shall be lawful to
take over the line,”’ of conrse, after it is
constructed. It is impossible to take over
something which is not there. The Govern-
mrut, by their agreement, alterod that to
say, '"We will take it over'' and that is a
vital alteration of the Aet passed by thia
Parlinment. When something thit has been
decided by Parliament is alterad, undoubtedly
*arliament should be consulted, and if Par-

Thank you for



{21 DgcembER, 1921.]

liament, in its wisdom, or through the lack of
it decides against making the alteration, after
all it iz Parliament that is snpreme. Most of
the discussion has centred around Mr. R.T.
Robinson. T have very few words to spare
in dealing with him. The electors of Western
Australia have dcalt with him already. Be
is not here and I do not know why we should
be bothered to consider him. It has been
suggested that he shonld be ealled to the bar
of the House. 1 am not a very busy man at
present, but I have not time to spare to
listen to Mr. Robinson’s sophistries in de-
fenee of his actious.

Mr, O’Lophlen: It is good weather in which
to be braought to the bar of the House.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I undertake to say
that if we Dbrought him to the bar of the
Heuse he would smother ws with verbiage
so that many members wounld not understand
the correet position.

Hon. P. Collier: if six of his colleagues
could not umderstand half a dozen lines, how
could we understand him for an hour?

AMr. UNDERWOOD: 1t has been suggested
that a Royal Commission should be appointedl
to inquire into the matter, 1 cannot think
that that would do much good.

Hor. W. C. Angwin: More waste of money.

Mr., UNDERWOOD: Exactly. The dam-
age is done. There may be a possible chanee
ot getting ont of it. Speaking for myself
and en behalf of the National Labour mem-
hors, 1 wish to say that we intend to sup-
port the Government. Thera are faur ont
of the six Ministers who were not in this at
all. The rest have either resigned or have
been left out by the people of the State. In
supporting the Government | want it to be
understood that we are neither condoning nor
excusing the manner in which the two Minis-
ters who are left eonducted the business,
They have at Jeast been guilty of consider-
able carelesspess. [ now come to the Minis-
ter for Edueation, who signed the agrecment
which brought us into this position. With-
out a shadow of doubt, Cabinet deeided that
this matter should be referred to Parliament.

Hon. W. (. Angwin: There is a big doubt.

Mr. UNDERWOQOD: Not when we read
the letter of the Under Seeretary for Lands,
the first paragraph of which says “‘It should
be referred to Parliament,’’ It is stated that
Mr. Robinson put up an agreement for the
then Acting Premier, Mr. Colebatch, to sign.
That agreement was endorsed by the Solicitor
General, Mr. Sayer, and eoncurred in by Mr.
Robingen. Mr. Colebateh says that, having
that endorsement, he did not read the agree-
ment,  This matter had evidently been dis-
cussed for months. Three days before the
signing of the agreement the deeision of Cab-
inet had been given. After that, Mr. Cole-
hatch signed the agreement, The ¢ West
Australian’’ did net publish this agreement
and the Leader of the Opposition did not
read it.

Hon. P. Collier: T dil read it. It is here,
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Mr. UNDERWOOD: It is contained in the
sheet of paper T have in my hand.

Hon. P. Collier: I ecommented upon there
heing really only one paragraph in it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: A man used to read-
ing files would surely glunce down that docu-
ment and see if the necessary elanse was in
it much quicker than he would decipher Mr.
Sayer’s writing.

My, Munsie: Yes, if there was much of if.

AMr. UNDERWOOD: The Act says ‘fSub-
ject to the approval of Parliament being ob-
tained, the Government of Western Austra-
Yia shall grant.’’ This is the clause that
should have appeared in the agreement, and
a man used to reading files shonld have seen
at a glance whether it was in or not. Mr.
Colebateh was undoubtedly a very busy man.
He was doing the work of two or three men,
and had a tram strike to handle as weil. At
the same time, I cannot say Jess than this,
that to sign the agrcement after the de-
cision of Cabinet was gross carelessness on
his part. Because Ministers do something in
mistake that is not altogether a reason why
they should retain office. If the captain of
a ship carclessly runs a ship ashore, he loses
his ticket and is not allowed to take com-
mand of a ship again. A Minister of State
occupics a considerably more important posi-
tion than the eaptain of a shin. Ewven the
confession of carelessness cught to put the
Minister for Edueation ont of his position,
The other Minister coneerned is the Minis-
ter for Works, He had considerable know-
ledge of this matter, The proposed company
gaid that if it did not get this agreement,
it would not go on with the works. The works
were in the Minister’s electorate, The Min-
ister took part in the Cabinct mecting and
then went away., When he came hack he was
under the_.impression that the matter should
go before Parliament, and that being the
case the work shonld not be gone on with
until the approval of Parliament had been
obtained. Knowing that this matter should
come before Parliament, and knowing be-
vond any doubt that it had not come befare
Parlinment, the Minister went straight on
with the work. He alse knew that the State
was going to take the line over after it was
finished. The Minister for Works does not
come out .of this, notwithstanding that he
was away in Melbourne, so well as I, and 1
thinlk most memhers, would iike.

Hon. P. Cellier: That is so, or as he would
have us believe.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Yes, So far as the
question of scerecy is concerned, T should
say the Premier has taken the only course
open to him,

Mr. Willcoek:
abount it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: He took a fair time
about it. Tf the hon, member would read the
files, he would sce that the question was de-
bated with the eompany up to a few months
ago, as to whether agricultural lime shonld
he supplied and upon other matters, possibly

But he took a long time
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in the endeavour to se¢ a way out of the
position.
Hen, W. C. Angwin: An excuse for it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: So far as I can
judge, the Premier has acted as T or anyone
else wonld have aeted. The Lender of the
Opposition has spoken of seerecy. When one
is dealing, or negotiating, with ofher people
one vamnot disclose everything.

Hon. I*, Collier: They were not dealing
in regard to the purchase of the line, only
as to the cost of 1, That was beyond ques-
tion, The Premicr recognised that from the
beginning, and knew he had to make the
purchase,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: There is another
point. The agreement says ‘“To the satisfac-
tion ¢t the Government as a going concern.’’
When negotiations are going on, it is cer-
tainly not advisable fo make them publie,
The Leader of the Opposition agrees with
me.

Hon. P. (‘ollicy:
you,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: Tt is obvious that
particulars cannot be wmade public whilst
these things are being dealt with. That has
always been recognised in all Governments
that T have been connected with. The other
Ministers know nothing about it; they are
not in it.

Mr. Wilson: Were you a member then?

Mr, UNDERWOOD: Yes, I was a mem-
ber, but I had nothing to do with this,

The Minister for Works: You were in the
North-West.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: VYes, and T did not
git in Cabinet after I eame back. T resigned.
Mr. Wilson: You resigned as a protest.

Mr. TNDERWOOD: T resigned for other
reasons, If I had known of this it would
have hen a sufficient reason. The matter was
diseussed in May, 1918, when T was in the
North-West, andt again in January, 1919,
when I was alsc in the North-West,

The Minister for Works: Were you not in
Cabinet during the interregnum?

Mr. UNDERWQOD : This gquestion did
not «ome up. Ministers do not koow what
is going on in every department,

The Minister for Works: Apparently 1
am supposgedl to know what went on in every
department,

Mr. UNDERWOQOOD: XNot at all. The Min-
ister is supposed to know what i3 going on
in his own department,

The Minister for Works: T de.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: The Minister knew
the line was being construeted and that the
intention was to buy it, and he knew it had
not been before Pariiament.

The Minister for Works: But not con-
structed by the Publie Works Department,

Mr., UNDERWOOD: Could we permit
ratlway lines to be built on such a subter-
fuge?

Hon, P. Collier :
Iutely,

Mr. UNDERWOOQD : The subterfuge is
that we will give private people the right

I entirely disagree with

A subterfuge abso-

[ASSEMBLY.]

to construet a railway, we guaranteeing to
take it over from them as sgom as it is
construeted. We could uot possibly pro-
veed on such principles, As regards the
Premier, I am’ convinced be has done his
work as it should be dome. He bas been
negotiating in the matter. The other Min-
isters know nothing about the matter,
There is another portion of the motion to
whieh I may devote a minute, and that is
the reference to the resolution regarding
the Esperance-Northwards railway.

Hon. P. Collier: There is no Esperance-
Northwards Railway in the motion.

Mr, TNDERWOOD: The reference to
the resolution that all new railways shall
be built in the order of their authorisation.

Hon. P. Collier: This motion has nothing
to do with the Esperance line at all; the
Esperance line is not in it.

Hon. T, Walker: It is not worded so.

Hon. P. Collier: Why drag in the Esper-
ance line?

Mr, UNDERWOOD : When we carried
that resolution, we had a silly half-hour to
spare. The resolation is not worth the
paper it is written om.

Hon, T. Walker: After this it is not.

Mr. GNDERWOOD: It never was worth
anything at all. Afier all, anything Par-
liament has done, Parliamernt can undo.

Hon. T. Walker: Parliament refused to
undo that resolution,

Mr, TNDERWOOD: Let me point out to
the hon. member that passing a resolution
in this House is not like getting married;
one can alter it. There is one other point,
and to draw attention to this point gives
me uno pleagure at all, The lime at Lake
Clifton, it appears, is mnot suitable for
making cement. That iz infinitely more
serious to us as a State than any of this
business that wc have been dealing with
here.

The Premier: I bave not beard that be-
fore,

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I want to put this
up to the Premier. It ia a fact that the
cement works at Burswood are not now
drawing their lime from Lake Clifton. The
lime is coming down the Midland Railway,
whether from Gingin or Dongarra I do not
know.

Hon, T. Walker: From Gingin.

Mr, UNDERWOOD: There is mot much
lime at Gingin. However, that iz not the
point. The point is that the cement works
would not go to Qingin for lime if the
Lake Clifton lime was suitable.

Mr. Maley: If the lime was entirely suit-
able, it could not be properly dried in winter
time.

Mr. UNDERWOOD: I should like to be
assured that that is the only reason for
the use of Gingin lime by tle cement
wortks, Some considerable time ago I
heard that the lime when drawn out of
Lnke Clifton contains a percentage of salt

which represents a serious proposition. As
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a Western Australian one must regret that
such a beautiful deposit of lime as that at
Lake Clifton is not so good as we thought
it to be. That fact affects this deal materi-
ally. The agreement says that the com-
pany must run the works to the satis-
faction of the Government. A clause in
the agreement provides that, If the Lake
Clifton lime is no good, then the works will
not be run to the satisfaction of the Gov-
ernment. I advise the Government, if
they have not already stated that they are
satisfied with the running of the works—
if they have not given the case away, that
is—to fight the case. It is much better
to fight the matter out in the eourts than
to have a Royal Commission on it. If that
Lake Clifton lime is no good, then, even
after six months, the works are not being
run to the satisfaction of the Government—
if the limg is.proved to be unsnitable for
cement making, It is for the Government
now to find out whether the works bave
been run to their satisfaction, namely
with a view to getting traffic for our rail-
way system. If the Government bave not
already stepped in again and sent some
more minutes, it seems to me, as a bush
lawyer, that there is rcasonable cause after
all for getting past that agreement.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle) [5.6]: I fail to understand the con-
cluding arguments of the last speaker. This
roilway was not constructed with referemnce
to any coundition whether the Lake Clifton
lime was good or mot. It was constructed
with reference to the condition that the eom-
pany: shouid act bona fide in establishing
works for the purpose of carrying out their
undertaking.

Mr, Muallany: Are you putting up an argo-
went for the company now?

Hon. P. Collier: No. The member for
North-East Fremantle is knocking down a
silly case against- them,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: In my own mind
I am confident that the Government cannot
get out of the agreement.

Hon. P. Collier: Of course not, and every-
body knows it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: As a member of
this Chamber, I would not vote for the Gov-
ernment to get out of an honest agreement,
duly entered into, by any such side wind as
that surgested by the member for Pilbara
(Mr. Underwood).

Mr. Underwood: It is not a side wind, but
a straight course.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: On referring to
the reports in the newspapers the hon. mem-
ber will find that the company have honestly
lived up to their agreement. Whether or not
the lime is suitable for ¢ement making is a
matter entirely apart from the agreement.
Lime to he obtained from Lake Clifton is
to be made avajlable to the agriculturists if
the agriculturists so desire. Lime is there
for the purrose of making cement, if the
lime is suitable for that purpose. The com-
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pany have erected cement works in accord-
ance with their agreement with the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Mullany: But the company stated the
lime was switable for cement making,

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: Many people make
mirtakes, and perhaps it is very unfortunate
for the company that they have made a mis-
take in the conneetion stated by the member
for Pilbara. If the lime iz unsuitable for
cement making, that is a loss to the company.
In my opinion, however, an action has been
taken in connection with the builiing of this
railway that cannot exactly bear the light of
day. Nevertheless, though that has been
done, it is not the duty of this Chamber to
try to penalise some person else because we
will not frankly admit that we ourselves.
have made a mistake.

Mr. Sampson: The line was built on the

assumpiion that the lime was suitable for
cement making.
“ Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: Long before this
cempany came into the business at all, it was
stated by authorities in this State that the
lime was suitable. .

Mr. SBampson: If it is not suitable, is the
working satisfactory?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The member for
Pilbara argued that the Lake Clifton lime,
by reason of its salt contents, ia not suitable
for cement making; from which he infers
that there would be a failure of the traffie
expeeted from the railway, Conscquently, he
argues, the Government should ascertain
whether or not the lime is suitable for cement
making, and, if it is nof suitable, the hon.
member further argues, the Government
might get out of paying the company the
money to which they are honestly entitled
under the agreement, The hon. member
knows perfectly well that we on thiz side
could not vote for such & proposition. If
that is the view of the National Labour
Party, they are on their own, I believe, in
this House.

Hon. P. Collier: It is mere shuffling.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Yes; shufiling for
an excuse to get out of an undertaking which
had been entered into bona fide on the part
ot the company.

Mr, Willeock:
acumen!

Hou, W. G, ANGWIN: The principal point
before the publie at present is to know whe-
ther this matter was considered by the Gov-
eroment with a view to ita being brought be-
fore Parlinment. That is the principal point
we have to determine. We know fromn the
speech of the Minister for Works, of whose
remarks 1 have a copy here, that'in the early
gtages of the company, before they got the
lease of L.ake Clifton, the main guestion was
whether the ronte of the railway should he
altered.

Mr. Pickering: That iz richt.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That was the prin-
eipal question for the company to deal with,
and it aroused strong antagonism in the Min-
ister for Works; that is to say, not antag-

With men of business
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oviknt towards the buoilding of the railway,
but antagonisin towards the proposed altera-
tion of the route. So far ag I remember, the
Minister used these words: ‘‘As member for
the distriet, and also as Minister, I will op-
pose any aftvmpt being made to alter the
agreement jor the purpose of making an
alteration in the route.”’

The Minster for Works:
I bad piedyed my word.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: It is pretty clear
that at this time the Government had some
ides of taking over the line, taking it over
as far back as the early part of 1918. In-
doed, theve is not the least doubt about it.
The Minister at that time was honest in re-
gard to putting the matter before Parlia-
ment. Flis minotes confirm that view., To
show that the Government had at that time,
early in 1918, the building of the railway
under consideration, let me quote some words
from a long minute put up by the Minister
for Works—

Provided the Government are satisfied
ag to the actual bona fides of those whom
Mr. Oakden represents, and a reduection in
the price of lime be made, it seens to me
that the proposal as to building & railway
might fairly be eonsidered, althouch the
eonditions put forward might require to be
modified.

Taowards the finish of the minute the Minis-
ter for Works says—

I do not econsider that anything can be
done without putting the whole matter be-
fare Jarliament in the maost open way;
but with regand to the alteration of the
point af which the railway will leave the
&outh-Wcstem ling there is hound to be a
great controversy amongst the local people,
and [ wonld advise that no alteration in
this respect may be made,

The Alirister for Works: What is the date
of that minute

Hon, W. (", ANGWIN: I cannot give the
hon. geutleman the date. He guoted that
last night himself. The minute shows clearly
that even in those early days, before the
fermation of the company, the lease was in
the hands of Mr. Johnson. The lease was not
vwned by the Sydney cement company, who
were merely negotiating to obtain a transfer
of the lease. To emnable them to float this
Lake Clifton company to take contrel of the
lease, it was necessary that they should have
a direct undertaking from the Government
that the Government would build the line;
we heard it gquoted last night from a report
on the file that unless the Government gave
a direet undertaking for the building of the
railway, the company could not be floated.

Mr. Pi-kering: Do you menn an undertak-
ing for the purchasing of the railway, or an
undertaking for the building of the railway?

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX: For the building
of the railway. The word ‘‘purchasing’’ is
used by way of subterfuge, The Government
built the Lake Clifton railway und-r similar
conditions to those under which the Govern-

That is right.
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menf have built every railway they have ever«
built in this State. .

Hon. P. Collier: That iz se, just as #f it
was & railway authorised by this House.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: On the 12th Aug-
ust, 1819, I asked the Minister for Works a
number of questions, but the first one will
suffice for my point at the present juncture.
A reference to ‘‘Hansard’’ shows that I
asked the following question:—‘‘Ia the Pgb-
lic Works Department constructing a railway
line from Waroona to Lake Qlifton?’’ To
that the Minister replied, ‘*Né.'’ Hon. mem-
bers will rezlise that that is & direet answer.
I ask hon. members, however, to refer to the
Public Works Department file 267/19, which
iy on the Tuble of the House at the presenat
moment. If they peruse that file, they will
find similar papers dealing with the construe-
tion of this railway te thome they will find
on files dealing with railways which have been
admittedly constructed by the Government.
In this instance, the only differemce is that
the company has passed over the money to
the Government to pay for the comstruction
temporarily. ]

Hon, P. Collier: And then the Government
pay the money back.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Mr. Darker, one of
the principal engineers for railways, was
consulted, and Mr, Stoddart, another railway
engineer, was also consulted. In the econ-
struction of this railway, they had the use
of the Government stores for material; they
had the use of Goverament plant and the
Government stocks were available. The
whole construetion was carried out by the
Public Works Department on an exactly sim-
ilar hagis to that adopted when the work
is carried out for the State. There may be
this difference, that My, Anketell, one of the
departmental railway engineers, was placed
in fuill charge of the comstruction works. He
referred matters to the FEngineer-in-Chief
once or twice. It must be remembered that
the Engineer-in-Chief always places an en-
gineer in charge of railway construetion
work., Thus, the only difference which en-
abled them to say that the Government were
not constructing the line directly, was that
Mr. Apketell was a servant of the company.

Mr Sampsen: Whe paid his wages?

Ton, W. C. ANGWIN: The Government
paid the wages. The money was advanced to
the Government by the company, no doubt ou
an overdraft, with the Government security
jor repayment at the bank. Hon. members
shonld not~ that all these negotiations took
rlace before this company wrs in possession
of the leaze, and even after the date of the
signing of the agreement under which the
Gavernment were to take over the railway,
the company was not in possession of that
lense. T ask hon, members if that was a
straiphtforward tronsaction. If it had been
th~ irtertion of the Government to build the
¥ire, they shovld have put somethiny to that
effeet in the Bill which was bronght hefore
Parliament. If it was the intention of Par-
Tiament that the Government should huild the
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line, some sueh provision should have been
placed in the Bill. As a matter of fact, the
eourse adopted was a round-about method of
carrying out what every member of the Gov-
ernment-—I cxempt none—knew was contrary
to the wishes of Parliament. The Leader of
the Opposition read one or two extracts from
the files Jast night to show that the Govern-
ment had no intention of bringing the matter
before Parliament. There is the minute from
the Minister for Industriez to the Minister
for Railways dated 24th September, 1918,
which reads as follows:—

I asked you and the Minister for Works
to meet Mr. Cakden at Parliament House,
and it was suggested that as a large quan-
tity of limme, something like 30,000 tons per
annum, was to be conveyed over the Gov-
ernment line, a speeial price might be
quoted.

Hon. members will notice the reference to
earrying the lime ‘‘over the Government
line. '’

The Minister for Works: That refers to the
Government line from Waroona.

Hon. W, ¢. ANGWIN: The minute does
not say so; rather does it show that it refers
to the one question. Later on, as quoted by
the Leader of the Opposition already, the
Comm:issioner of Railways dealt with the ques-
tion of freights.

The Minister for Works: That was his bus-
iness.

Hon W, C. ANGWIN: The Commissioner
decided that he could not reduce the freight
rates unless 60lb. rails were used. The Min-
ister for Works said that there were no 601b.
rails to be obtained, which made it impos-
sible te construct a line of that description.
No doubt the Minister for Works was in
formed to that effoct, but evidently the Min-
ister for Industries was not satisfied regard-
ing that aspect. There iz a letter on the file
written in November, 1918, I think that was
the date—quoting a priee for 60lb. rails to
be delivered at the end of February.

The Minister for Works: Who was the
letter from?

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: From Elder, Smith
& Co.

The Minister for Works: The Engincer-
in-Chief knows nothing about that eommuni-
eation, I asked him about it this morning.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIXN: The letter is on
the file and it is a confirmation of a com-
munieation from the Minister for Tndustries,

The Minister for Works: Is it on the Pub-
lic. Works Derartment’s file?

Hon. W. ¢. ANGWIN: No, it is on the
file of the Minister for Industries.

The Minigter for Works: That aceounts
for it. I do not know anything about it.

Hon, W. ¢, ANGWIN: In reading theso
files, T have not been able to understand the
position of the Minister for Works, [ have
been endeavouring to find out what was
wrong with him. The only conclusion I ean
¢ome to is that he——

Tion, P. Collier: Lost his temper.
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Hon. W.C, ANGWIN: That he got into one
of his tantrums, such as he displays in this
Chamber when he walks out of the House. It
appears to me that he got into one of his
tantrums and tossed over the thing to the
Minister for Industries saying, *‘‘Take the
whole dammed lot and do it yourself.’

Hon, P, Collier: And le did do it, too.

The Minister for Works: The member for
North-East Fremantle must be a thought-
reader.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That was the only
gonclusion I could come to.

The Minister for Works:
never get into tantroms,

lIon. W. €. ANGWIN: Almost e¢verything
in conneetion with thia railway, no matter
what it was, whether it be the quality of the
rails, the procuring of rails, the securing ot
dogspikes or slecpers or anything eclse at all,
was attended to by the Minister for Indus-
tries and not carried out through the Minis-
ter for Works. 1t is all very strangs to me,
and [ have been wondering what was wrong
with the Minister. 1t was apparent that he
did not like it, for even instructions regard-
ing the earrying out of the works were con-
veyed te him,

The Minister for Works:
Industries did not hoss me,
into your head!

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It appears very
mueh ns thongh he did boss the Minister,
judging from the files.

Mr, Troy: At any rate, he got there just
the same.

Hon, W. C. ANGWTIN: We know, as a
matter of fact, there was no intention of thig
matter being taken to Parliament. There is
o copy of a lettergram on the file, reference to
which was made by the Minister for Works
and the Leader of the Opposition last night,
in which the Minister for Industries informed
AMr, Oakden of the Sydney company, that if
the route was to be altered, it meant apply-
ing to Parliament to alter the concession,
which, the Minister for Industries proceeded,
‘T think highly objeetionable.’’

Mr. Wilson: Why was that?

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I do not know
why. I am merely pointing out that, accord-
ing to the then Minister for Industries, it
was highly objectionable to bring the matter
before Parliament.

Hon. P, Collier: 1In his opinion, Parlia-
ment was an undesirable body.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: We find, too, that
Mr. Oankden, after his interview with Min-
isters, also came to the conclusion that stch
a course was highly objectionahle. As a
matter of fact, he refused to allow the mat-
ter to go to Parliament.

Mr, Johnston: Tn doing that, he was wise.

Ton. W. C. ANGWIN: Then we come to
the minute mentioned by the Minister for
Works particularly on two or three oceasions,
because he regarded it as a matter of so
much importance. He said there was a draft
agreement on the file, Clavse 12 of which
provided that the matter had to be sub-

You know 1

The Minister for
Don’t get that
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mitted to Parliament for the authorisation
of funds. The Minister sail he was inter-
ested in the file and took it home so that he
might go through it quietly, He told the
House that he made an alteration, first in
pencil and then in ink, The alteration the
Minister made was in connection with the
construction of the railway and not in connee-
tion with the tauking over of the line.

The Ainister for Works: That is correct.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The agreement en-
tered into does not ineclude that provision. L
was waiting for the Minister for Works to
go further in conncetion with that aspeet. 1
drew the atteution of the member for North
Perth (Mr. MaeCallum Smith) to the fact
that the Minister was gquoting correctly from
this draft agreement and pointed out that
the alterations had been made, T was expect-
ing him to refer to another minute, and 1
mentioned to the member for North Perth
that if the Minister did mot refer to it, then
his case would be no good.

Hon. P. Collier: He overlooked the mat-
ter entirely.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: We find from the
agreement that Clavse 12, which was written
by Mr. Robinson in his own handwriting, sets
out that it was subject to Parliamentary ap-
proval for the aunthorisation of funds,
Minister took it and conferred with the So-
licitor General, who later pointed out that the
company would not undertake to go on with
the work if there was to he delay in order
that it might Dbe submitted to Parliament,
Theo the Minister for Works and the Solici-
tor General had a long conference. The Min-
ister did not tell us that.

The Minister for Works: Yes, I did.

Hon, W, . ANGWIXN: XNot a word of it

The Minister for Works: Yes, I said the
agreement went to Mr. Sayer and that I had
a conference with him, That is on my notes.

Hon, T. Collier: The Minister never
mentioned it.

Hon. W, €, ANGWIN: There is a letfer
on the fils, dated 10th January, 1919, from
the Minister for Works to the Premier which
sets out the following:—

Clause 10 which covers the eoption to
purchase, has been the subject of con-
siderable discussion between us—

That is between the Solicitor General and
the Minister—

—and [ have asked him to include in the
option that the Minister will not be
called upon to exercise the option until
the whole of the works have been in
operation as-n going concern for at least
8ix months—

The Minister for Works: That is quite
correct.

Hon, W. (. ANGWIN: The minute pro-
ceeds—

The ohject of this iy that, shonld thére

he any diffieulty, physically or otherwise,

in carrying out the objeets of the com-
pany, and should there be any cessation
of work, the Government would be landed

The .
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with the railway, for which the wuse

wonld only be for such local traffic as

may develop.
I ask hon, membhers this question: How
vould the Government be landed with the
railway, if Parliament had to decide? Ig
it not prima facie evidence that the Min-
ister for Works was under the impression
that by putting in the six months provision,
there was no necessity for submitting the
matter to Purliament. Does it not show
that they were fully aware that so far from
having to be submitted to Parliament, the
clavge had been put in?

The Minister for Works: No. The pro-
vision regarding the works being a going
concern for six months is in other previous
minutes, but it had been -omitted by the
Selicitor General. I wanted to know why
it had been omitted.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN : But this is a
letter to the Premier.

The MMinister for Works: I know that.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: This was pui in
at the time the controversy was going on
in regard to the agreement heing submitted
to Parliament. ‘‘It is all right,’’ said the
Minister, ‘‘so long as they comnstruct the
works, and run them for six months. Then
we shall not he landed with the railway,
until we are sure of the ftraffie, and so
can take it over.”” It proves to me that
Ministers were aware that the agreement
was drafted in accordance with the deci-
sion they arrived at a few days later. XNo
other counstruction can be put on it.

The Minister for Works: You are wrong.

Hon, P. Collier: When did the Minister
for Works learn that it was not te be
subject to Parliament?

The Minister for Works: I will tell you,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: I notice that in
thiz morning’s newspaper Mr. Robinzon
says exactly what I am saying now, namely
that the arrangement was made because
Mr. Qakden would not agree to the trans-
agtion being submitted to Parliament; and
that after a conference between the Soliei-
tor Geveral and the Minister for Works
those words I have read were included in
accordance with the minute he submitted
to the Premier on the 10th January, which
explains that those words were inserted
with a view to eliminating the provision
that it should be submitted to Parliament.

The Minister for Works; You arg wrong.

Hon. W. 0. ANGWIN: Well, that is the
minute on the fle. I agree with my
leader that these negotiations should not
have been ecarried out by the Minister for
Industries. It was a question exclugively
for the Works Department and the Pre-
mier’s office. If any difficulty cropped up,
the Premier should have dealt with it, The
Minister for Works, if he did throw it all
over to the Minister for Tndustries was not
carrying out his dutics; because he haid the
engincers and the staff to advise him, he
had everything necessary to emable him to
advise the Premier in regard te the con-
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sfruction of the line, whereas the Minister
for Industries had no such advantage, but
had to negotiate the agreement on the
scanty information he received.

The Minister for Works: T explained
last night why the Minister for Industries
dealt with it.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: You said it was
because the Minister for Industries wanted

to get the cement works going. But that

was settled by Aet of Parliament. 'There
was no necessity for the Minister for In-
dustries to go into it a second time. If
the lessee did not carry out the conditions
prescribed by Parliament, the lease would
lapse.

The Minister for Works: The Minister
for Industries could negotiate over - the
purchase of rails if be liked.

Hon. P. Collier: That was not his job,
either,

The Minister for Works: He could please
himself,

Hon. P. Collier: Yes, under the happy-
go-lucky way in which the Cabinet was
TUn.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: 1 suppose we
ghall have to aecept the statement of the
Minister for Works; however, that was his
minute, written in January of 1919.

The Minister for Works: I do not depart
one step from any minute I have written.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: The file is not
very clear in regard to the contract for
the carringe of lime over the line. We
have heard previously of silverfish getting
into a file, and this file seems to have
snffered in the same way. Apparently the
Labour Government were not the only Gov-
erument who allowed silverfish to prey
upon a file.

Hon. P. Collier: The silverfish went over
from onr Government to our sucecssors.

Hon. W, C, ANGWIN: Some of the noum-
bers on this file bhave been altered, and
presumably ihe silverfish did it. Aecord-
ing to the file, on the 18th November, 1918,
a telegram was sent by the Minister for
¥ndustries—what he had to do with the
Railway Department 1 do mnot know—to
the general manager of the cement com-
pany in Sydney, stating that the freight
would be reduced on, a winumum of 25,000
tons per annnm, But on the 16th, two
days prior to that, a telegram passed from
the AMinister for Railways in Kalgoorlie to
the Minister for Industries, refusing to make
any such redvetion. It read as follows—

Lake Clifton. In view of the Commis-
sioner’s report, Parliamentary approval
of the concession, am not disposed fav-
ourably to reduction of freight.

That was sent on the 16th, Two days later,
on the 18th, a telegrtam was sent by the
Minister for Industries to Sydney, intim-
ating that Cabinet had agreed to the re-
duction, And on the very same day a
telegram was sent to the Minister for
Railways in Kalgoorlie, as follows:—
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Lettergram embodying Cabinet deei-
sion including reduction was despatehed
Friday night.

The Minister for Works: I was assured
ouly this afternoon that no Cabinet minute
recorded any decision in regard to the
freight.

Hon, P. Coilier: But Mr. Robinson has a
minute on the file)

Hen. W. C. ANGWIN : The telegrams
are on the file! I have not had time to find
ont what day of the week that was.

Hon. P, Collier: The 18th was a Friday.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: Then the respec-
tive telegrams must bhave been sent to
Sydney and to the Minister for Railways
at one and the samc time. It shows a
looseness somewhere. Thig is the business-
acumen Government, the men who pre-
dicted that the finances of the State would
be put in order if the carpenters and the
miners and the engine-drivers were put out,
and mcn of business ability put in, men
endowed with the acumen necessary to
restore the finances of the State, That was
the ery four years ago. It was published
in every mewspaper in Westerr Awustralia.
Yet to-day we have this——

Hon. P. Collier: Bungling.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: No, worse than
bungling. T do not wish to be hard on the
Mimister for Works, hecause we are .per-
sonal friends, but in my opinion tbe Min-
ister for Works knew well whut was going
on in respect of the agreement; in
my opinion he showed an utter disregard of
publie duty in not looking inte the conditions
and circumstances surrounding the comstrue-
tion of the railway. Neither this House nor
any other House can excuse any Minister or
Ministers merely because he er they do not
happen to have been in a Governmoent vnder
another name. 1t could net be honestly done,
If, as the member for Pilbara (3r. Under-
woold} said, what was donc was wrong, but
he will vote in support of that action, can
that be regarded as an honest vote? In effect
cer{ain hon. members say, ‘' We do not agres
with the action taken by the Governmeunt, but
we will vote for the Government because four
of the Ministers knew nothing whatever
abont it.’’ The Premier says he bronght this
matter before Parliament as early as he
could. He knew of this position two years
age; he told us that last night. When Sir
Henry Lefroy, Mr. Robinson, Mr. Gardiner,
and Mr. Willmott were members of the
House, that was the time when Sir James
Mitchell should have disclosed what he knew
about if. If the present Premier thought
that anything wrong had been done, if he did
not hold with the action taken by the pre-
vious Government, then to be fair to those
men he should have brought the matter be-
fore Parliament while they were still here,
for then they would have had an opportunity
to clear themselves, Why should the late
Attorney Gemeral be compelled to have re-
course to the Press in ar codeavour to defend
his action?  Why should Mr. Gardiner he
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compelled to write a letter to the Press with
the same objecrt? Why should Sir Heory
Lefroy—as doubtless he will do later—have
to seek to proteet his reputation in the same
way, since all of them could have explained
the position on the floor of the House when
their suc.essors in office became aware of tho
transaction? Now Ministers are trying to
find a way out. They say, *‘Please Sir, wa
were not there, and so do not know anything
about it. Please excuse us, beeauvse it was
Sir Henry Lefroy's Government which did it,
and not the Government of Bir James Mit-
chell.’’ And now we find members who, hav-
ing listencd yesterday morning to that plaus-
ible tongue we know so0 well, have come to
the conelusion that they must support tho
Government because it was not the transae-
tion of this Government,

Mr. Teesdale: That is only surmise; you do
not know what took place. You are only
guessing,

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chuir.]

Ilon, W. C. ANGWIN: T only wish I had
that plavsible tengue which sp effestively
moved hon. members yesterday morning.
They know in their own hearts that their at-
titnde is wrong. If the member for Roe-
bourne (Mr, Tecsdale) had a business mana-
ger and that manager signed, without read-
ing it, a document which constrained the hon.
member to pay ont a large sum of money,
how loug would that manager be left jn his
job? XNot any hon, member would keep sueh
a manager for five minutes! If this were a
private matter soinebody would have to be
fired; but because it is a public concern, be-
cause the State has to pay, it is all right.
The memher for Rocbourne would say to his
manager ‘*You admit that you have signed
on my behalf an agreen.ent without first read-
ing it. 'Why, a mere gchoolboy would not do
such a thing!”’

Mr. Pickering.: Tt was a long agreement.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: I 3 not care about
its length, The very admission that the
agreemeut was vot read before being signed
should be sulficient to turn the respoasible
Minister ont of officc. And if the Premier
will turn him out of office, is that sufficient?
But we must also dismiss the Premier and
those associated with him. The eountry has
to he proteeted this time, not Ministers. Tt
is necessary to look after the finances of the
State, and here we are saddled with a railway
that has c¢ost more than any other railway
that has brem constructed in Western Aus-
tralia, a railway built with sccond hand rails
costing £8 or £9 o ton.

My, Teesdale: And your own people sup-
ported it.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Who supported it?

Mr. Teesdale: You, for one.

Hon, P. Collier: The company constructed
it, not the {iovermvent.

The DFPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
member for Roebourne will have an oppor-
tunity of speaking.
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Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The railway, which
runa over a distande of only 1414 miles, cost
£70,000, and avvording te the Minister for
Works, at the time, if it had cost only £30,000
it would have shown a loss of £3,000 a year.
What will be the loss on £70,000,

Mr. Pickering: About £5,000.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: And if it does not
carry any lime what will be the loss then?
If the lime is no good for cement, the railway
will he of no use at all.

Hon. . Collier: They can lease it to tho
coipany  apain,

Mr. "Peesdule: You have not an opunce of
truth about you.

Hon. ¥, Coliicr: Ierhaps ITedges will take
it over.

Hon. W, (. ANGWIN: If there were an
clection taking place next March, would hon.
members opposite be as quiet over this bus-
incss as they are at the present tine? How
mauy of them would try to ruon away from
under it? Many would say, ‘“We cannet sup-
port a Government that is respomsible for
an artion sueh as this!'? Yet we find them
uow unanimeusly supporting the Government.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Not unanimously,

Tlon, W, (.. ANGWIN: Supportiug a Gov-
ernment which has amongst its members one
who spends half a million of money a year
in ene department only, aml who signs apgree-
ments without reading them, and who, no
doubt, will sigu officers’ minutes in the same
way.

Hon. P. Collter: A rubber stamp.

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: We have it from
his own statement that he mnever read the
agreement, and hon. members opposite will

. vote to keep that man in office.

Mr. O'Loghlen:
will not,

Hon. W. . ANGWIN: Then we have the
Minister for Works, a very good Minister
except for this action. [ have gone arounid
the country and held np the Minister for
Works alnost as an idol for the people to
worship, Now, in connection with this mat-
ter, whieh involves the expenditure of £70,000,
he has taken very little action to save the
vountry. He muost have known, aececording
te the minute he wrote the 1’remier, that Par-
linmeut was not to be agsked to approve of
this. Cabinet decided in usvcordance with
these wishes, and then the Minister sheltars
himself behind the stotement *“1 went to Mel-
hourne two days afterwards.’’

The Minister for Works: T do not shelter
myself behind any sueh statement and never
live done so.

Hon., W. C. ANGWIN: I am only quoting
the Minister's own words, He said that he
aecompmnied Sir Henry Lefroy and Mr, Gar-
direr to Melbourne on the 17th, the day after
(‘abinet held a meeting, and therefore he was
uot responsilile for what oecurred after.

The Minister for Works: T said then, and
I say now, that the matter was finalised by
('abinrt before we left,

Hon. W, . ANGWIN: That nay be all
rizht with Government supporters, but it will
not go down with me. I cannot awallow it,

There is one there who
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particolarly after the minute 1 have read re-
parding the Government being saddled with
the rails. Members who will vote to support
the Government under such conditions are not
true to the pledges given by them to the
eleetors, especially that pledge on which so
many of them were returned that they wouln
de their utmost to sec that the finances were
vestored to a sound position. So far as the
Premier is eoncerned, the aetion of which
he stands condemned is that of not reporting
the matter to Parlinment 18 mouths ago. He
should then have given those members eon-
cerned an opportunity to put their case be-
fore Darliament. That would have been fair
play. Instead of that, however, he waits un-
til they get out and then says ““Yon altercd
the decision of Cabinet.”’ That is a wrong
attitede to adopt, and it is not worthy of any
nicmber of the House. We know now, from
what was published this morning, what the
deeision is to be, The member for Roebourac
of eourse, will support the Government.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member
for Roebourne is not concerned in the motion.

Hon, W, ¢, ANGWIN: The Ilnte Attorney
General is out of the House and cannot speak
for himself. The Premier in hiz speeeh last
night showed that he was earrying ont the
policy dictated by the ‘* West Australian'’ in
ita issue of Monday.

Mr. Tecsdale: That is nat fair.

The Premier: Did yon say the * Worker''?

Hon., W. C. ANGWIN: Is it not strange
that the ** West Australian’’ shoulldl have said
that the (Government shonld not take nny
responsibility, and that the Premier, before
he had been on his feet for two minutoes,
should have repeated that statement,

The Premier: T do not take the reaponsi-
hility any more than vou do.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIX: [s it not strange
that the ‘“*West Anstralinn’’ should sav that
a Royal Commis-ion should be appointed for
the purposc of investigating the matter aml
that the Premior should remark that e wonld
be pleased te anpoint a Rosal Commission if
anyvone thought he was eatitled to an in-

quiry.
Mp. Teesdale:  Sunnly a eceineidence,
The Premicr: Would von deny the late At-

torney General the right to have an ingniry?

Hen, W, . ANGWIN:  So far as the late

Attornev CGeneral is ceoncerned, if we had 50
HRoval Commissions thev would not alter the
position, and the Premier wounld have great
diffienitv in making the people of the State
_helieve that the statement published in this
morning's raper, with regard te the Cabinet
minnte, was nat correet.  The Solicitor Gen-
erinl’s minute bears out what T say and the
Ministrr for Works’ minute also hears it
out.

The Minister for Works: Tt does not.

Hon. P. Cellier: And he sava that Premier
Loefroy was consulted by Oakden,

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: Everything goes
to show that the contention of the cx Attor-
nev (General with regard to the Cahinet min-
ute iz correet.
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The Premicr: Was there not a letter from
the Under Seerctary for Lands?

Hon, P, Collier: Nearly nine months be-
fure, there was.

Hon. W, (", ANGWIN: The letter written
by the Under Seerctary for Lands to Mr.
Johnson did not state that the matter would
be referred to Parliament,

The Premier: Yes, it did; read the closing
paragraph.

Hon. W. (. ANUWIX;

This is what the
letter says— ’

In reply to the recent correspondcnce
addressed by vou to the Premier with re-
gard to the Lnke Clifton agreement, 1
have the honour hy dircetion to inform
vyou that the agrcement caunot be varied
without the authority of Parliamcut, which
will be mecting in about two months’ time,

At this time there was umder eonsideration
the guestion of the alteration of the route.

With regard to your proposal that your
company should build the line and that tha
Government should take it over at cost in
cxchange for debentures bearing interest
ot 5% per cent., the Government feel that
this proposal could not be entertained un-
less it had the assurance that work would
be in actual operation, thus providing
teaffie for the railway. Consequently, it is
suggested that yon amend your offer to
provide that the railway to be built by you
be taken over by the Government on the
terms you suggest after the necessary plant
andl machinery for the lime and cement
works have been actually established as a
roing eoncern, thus seeuring traffic for the
railway. It this suggestion meets with
vour approval steps ean be taken to pre-
pare an agreement to form the bhasis of an
nmmending Bill to be submitted to Parlia-
ment early in the roming session,

The Tremter:  That is quite elear.

Hon. W. (. ANGWIN: The only thing
nueessary to seeure the purchase of the rail-
way was to do ns the Tremier has done now.
Ne Bill was requirel, beeause it was lawful
for the Goverrmment to pu-cchase the railwav
after its construction. A Bill would only be
required in the event of an alteration of the
ronte taking plare,

The TPremier:  1or the purchase of the
line.

Tlon. W, (. ANGWIN:

The Premier: There you are.

Hou, W, . ANGWIN: That was not a
i fintte undertnking that- the -matter woukl
he  submitted to  Parliament. When  the
agrecwent was dreafted, it contained no such
clanse, That elause was written in by Mr, R,
T. Robinson in his own handwriting. The
Tremier wns not in the Chamber just now
when 1T was denling with that matter. Ts the
Premier also awarve. that after consultation
with the Minister tor Works and Seolicitor
{irneral, other words were inserted, hecause
the Minister said the Government wonld be
Landed with the railway which would be used

Yos.
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for only soch local traffie as might develop?
So where does Parliament come in?

The Premier: That was not the Cabinet
minnte. The Cabinet minute distinetly stated
that the conditions set up in the minute were
to be carried out.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: Tt did not say
anything of the kind. Cabinet said that the
statutory agreement should not be varied and
that the agreement was to he drafted in ac-
eordence with paragraph 13 of the author-
ised agreement.

The Premicr:
May, 1918.

Hon, W. €&, ANGWIN: Yes, in connee-
tion with taking over the line at cost, less de-
preciation, by giving Government stock bear-
ing 5% per cent. interest. There was nothing
in the letter relating to parlinmentary ap-
proval, heeanse there was no definite under.
toking that it would be submitted to Parlia-
ment. The manager ohjected to the agree-
ment being submitted to Parliament, and the
ecnsequence was {hat the agreement was put
through. T have devoted several hours to a
carefol perueal of the file and, unlegs fur
ther proof is brought forward, nothing will
make me believe otherwise than that every
Minister knew the Cabinet minute implied
that the matter should not be submitted to
Parliament,

The Minister for Works: You are wrong.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That is my belief.

The Minister for Works: You are en-
titled to that Delief, but it is wrong.

Mr. Heron: The fact remains that it was
not snbmitted to Parliament.

Hon. W, G, ANGWIN: There is no doubt
that the Minister for Works is now very
mueh dissatisfied with the company.

Hon, P, Collier: He is going to floag them
now, :

The Minister for Works: Why?

Hon, W, . ANGWIN: They are not the
men e expeeted them to be,

Mr. Trox: They never are.

Hon. P. Collier:  But thay are safe now.

Hm. W. . ANGWIN: The Government
hzilt the railway for the eompanv and ac-
eeded to everv request they eonld possibly
prefer without lodging much objection, and
then the company came along and started to
put the boot into the Gavernment. Let me
anote the letter of the 17th October. 1921,
from the Minister for Works to the Premier.
Tt states—

The Engincer-in-Chief’s  valvation is
made vp on the actual eost of cemstruction,
the difference, approximately £12.000, being
for items which the companvy have claimed
and whieh the Engineer-in-Chief is of
apinion are not eovered by the Government
nndertaking. T may say, on secing the
clatims. T am personally very much disan-
rointed in the companv, as T find that thev
have ynt in an gmovnt for a bonus which
thev gave to Mr. Anketell, who was the en-
cineer in charge of th: carrvine ont of th:
wark. The corresnondense and what has
taken place personally hotween myself and

And the letter of the 31st
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the responsible ofticers of the company,
would show that they have no justification
for putting such a claim as this forward,
as I made it quite clear that T could not
agree that such a charge should be de-
bited acainst the Government construetion
as if I did, it would be quite contrary to
the procedure and regulations of the ser-
vice, and would raise considerable comment
and even jealousy amongst different officers
if the Government agreed to such an in-
direct way of nugmenting the salary of an
officer and shovldered in the amount to be
paid to the cempany this augmentation ot
income. For the company to put thiz for-
ward after the clear understanding which
has been between them and myself, is quite
sufficient to show me that they are not too
serupulous in what they propose to do.
This and other items swch as directors’
feos, office expenses, and so forth, are mat-
ters which the Engineer-in-Chief has de-
leted and should never have been charged

up.
[The Speaker resumed the Cbair.]

The Minister for Works:
impudent claim.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: I do not. T am
doubtful whether it can be characterised as
impudent, and I do not know that it is an
vaserupulous claim, that is if the Minister’s
statement is eorrect that Mr. Anketell,in con-
structing this line, was doing it for the com-
panv. If he was working for the comvanv,
the comnany would have to supervise him,
and thus the directors of tha companv would
he entitted to fees for their work of suver-
vision. Tf it was an uncernpulous claim which
never should have been made. then we cannot
esenpe from the conclusion that the Govern-
ment must have been eounstructing the line
on their own acconnt and quite anart from
the directors of the company. Surely the
Minister for Works would not expeet the
directors of the company to undertake s £70,-
000 job, take full charge and control of the
construction, and then expeet nothing for
their work. Where would their offiec ataf
come in? BSome one had to do the office
work, Tf the company were doing the office
work, thev had to provide the staff.

Mr. Pickering: Are you justifying the
charging of these items by the eompany?

Hon, W, C, ANGWTIN: No. I am point-
ing ont that the Alinister eould not object
to the charges being made if the directors
were carryving ont the construction of the
railway,

The Minister for Works:
was not the case.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Tf th~ directors
wern not earrving out the construction of the
roilwav. anl if the Works Department were .
dping it entirely, then no charge should
he made. To those circumstances, it would be
imyndent and unserupulous to make such a
charge,

I regard it as an

You knaw that



[21 Decemeer, 1921.}

The Premier: There would be no question
of a bonus, either.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: XNo.

The Minigter for Works: Why should they
zl;sk me whether they could give Anketell a
onus?

Me. Pickering: Because they thought you
were finding the money. -

Mr. Wilson: They thought you were soft,

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: It was because
they knew weall that they had made a good
deal with the Government. Thev knew
that the Government was composed of men
who, instead of being possessed of keen
intellect and of business acumen such ag
they bad expecied, were men with whom
they could do as they Liked. In Afr.
*Auketell they had a very good officer to
carry out the work and they thought they
might make him a present. He is not the
first officer who has been recompensed in
this way.

The Minister for Works: That wonld be
ﬁ{aking & present of Government money to

im.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: But the Minister
did not know ai tbat time that it would
be Government money. The company were
quite justified in seeking to assist the
afficer in the matter of salary.

Mr. Latham: At the expense of the Gov-
ernment.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIX: I do net say that.
If the directors were constructing the rail-
way, as the Minister says they were, this
is the position so far as the directors were
concerned. For the time being, Mr.
Anketell was not a (overnment officer.
He was lent to the company to carry out
tke work for them. There is an old say-
ing that if you make a mistake once, you
have to muke a good many more mistakes
before you get clear of the first mistake.
T think this saying ean be well applied in
conpection with this agreement. The Gov-
ernment have been trying in every way
possible to get out of the difficulty in +which
they found themselves in the first place
but, instead of getting out of it, they have
got deeper into the mire with every move
made to extricate themselves. In the last
minute on the file in connection with this
railway, the Minister for Works says that
the company are mot too scrupulous in
what they propose to do.

Hon. P. Collier: A belated discovery.

The Premier: Well, we have all had ex-
perience.

Hon. P. Collier: Oh, yes.

Mr. O’Loghlen; You have paid very
dearly for it, and thg country will have to
pay for it for the next 42 years.

Hon, W, C, ANGWIN: It is somewhat
surprising that those members, who years
ago uttered such strong warnings to others
then in office to beware of taking false
steps, should themselves have got more
deeply into the mire than their predeees-
gsors ever did. XNever in all their history
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di@ the Labour Government make such
a bloomer as this. There is one thing
I can say for the Labour Government, and
that is that its members stuck to each -
other, and the Government was smashed as
a result. They never tried to pass the
blame on to someone else outside. Each
individually carried his own share of the
responsibility and, irrespective of whether
all were involved, all felt themselves justi-
fied in trying to take some of the burden
east on to the shounlders of colleagues.

Mr. Harrison: Which shows that they
were under very good discipline.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: We knew very
well that the position was not half so black
as it was painted. We knew wvery well
that the State, with a Labour Goverpment
in office, was in safe hands. We knew very
well what the position would be once a
ehange of Government was made, and that
the talk about business acumen and ability
was only a delusion and a snare. We knew
that the time would not be far distant
when the Labour (Gevernment’s snccessors
would pe far deeper in the mire, apd when
the people would realise that, if they
wanted a Government to look after the
finances of the State, they would have to
select men who would keep their noses to
the grindstone. Since that time things
have gone from bad to worse and now in-
formation, which had been kept back, has
been given to us only because it could nof
be kept back any longer. Time after time
seeret agreements have been eunlered into.

Mr. Harrison: You have had pretty geed
experience of them.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: One of the chief
thinga agaivst which the present Minister
for Works spoke more strongly than any
other member of this House, and even went
so far as to move a vote of no-confidence in
the Goverpment, was with regard to a
secret agrecment, and he was instrumental
in getting the House fo assert that in
future there should be no secret agreements
and no secret contracts, and that any Gov-
ernment or Minister who dared to enter
into a secret agreement in futnre would be
censured and thrown out of office. That
was the attitude adopted five or six years
ago, and if that applied five or six years
ago, how much more should it apply to-day
when the State is in a much worse finan-
cial position thau it then was? This is not
a party question. We do not wish to gain
any kudos as a Tesult of this action on the
part of the Government. We are not
anxious to take office; we do not want
office, but we do want to see the finances
of the State put on a proper foundation.
We want to see that the finances of the
State are protected and carefuily watched
with a view to wiping out the great load
of debt under which we are staggering at
the present time.

Sitting suspended from 6.135 to 7.30 pm,
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Mr. HARRISON (Avon) [7.30]: Wae
have had Ministers and ex-Ministers of the
Crown speaking on this motion, which the
Premier has sccepted as a motion of want
. of confidence in the Government. I do not
know if there was any just reason why
the Premier should accept it as a motion
of want of confidence, but ag he has taken
it in that way I intend to offer a few re-
marks as a layman uwpon the matter. TIn
1916 a Bill was put through the House,
called the Special Lease (Lake Clifton)
Bill, and the railway under discussion
formed part of the lease agreement. It
is particularly in regard to this railway
that the motion has been launched. At the
time this Dill was brought down it was felt
that it was necessary in order that the lime
requirements of a large proportion of the
State might be met. The South-West
division had been in need of lime for years.
It was felt that this lease would be conveni-
ently situated for a eonsiderable number
of the settlers wha required the lime that
was on it, We were told that there were
large quantities of this commaedity avail-
able. TUnder the terms of the lease 2,400
acres of land were granted to the lessees.

Hon. P. Collicr: Of water, not land.

Mr, HARRIBON ; There is land over
whieh the railway is run. 1t was pot all
water. The water is only shallow and the
lime deposits are just benenth the water,
These deposits have to be got out and dried
bhefore they are of any commereial value.
The agrecment was first dealt with by Mr.
W. D. Johnson, then Minister for Lands
in the Labour Government. This was
aceepted by the Wilson Governmen{ and
the Bill was introduced by Sir Henry
Lefroy as Minister for Launds. Clause 13
of the lease agrcement has been referred
to. This clause contains the following
words:—

That the lessee will as soon as the said
railway is compleied and thereafter at
all times during the terms of this leasc,
supplv lime to the pullic, 80 far as there
may bhe a <demand for the same, to the
extent of the output for the time being
of the demised premises, which shall not
be less than 50 tons per day, in a dry
condition and finally crushed so as to
pass through a 20 inch mesh sieve, or
unscreened, as the purchaser may re-
quire, and in either case containing on
gnalysis not less than B0 per cent. car-
benate, and being the produce of the
demised premises, at a price not to ex-
veed 128, per ton screened, or 10s, per ton
unscreened, delivered at Waroona.

The company was to work this property
and produee for the public a rertain
quantity of lime, They were to fulfil these
conditions in conjunetion with the right to
build this railway, which it was optional
upon the Government to take over after it
wag built. The e¢rux of the diffievlty so £ar
as the motion is concerned is that Parlia-
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mentary authority has not been sought. It
was understeod that a portion of the
agreement should contain the proviso that
Purliamentary authority should be sought.
There are many minutes on the files deal-
ing with various matters whick lave
already becn referred to. It appears that
things were going oan satisfactorily until
about the 7th Janvary, 1919. On the 6th,
Tth, 9th, 13th and 16th January quite a lot
nf ninutes were writter on the gquestion,
Up to that time it was thought that what-
ever was done about the railway would be
referred to I’arliament, We bave had
legal men stating that a certain thing was
the case, and we have Ministers stating
that up to that time they understood that
the whole transaction would require Par-
liamentary endorsement. Until now the
authority of Parliament has not been
sought. Tt now transpires that an altera-
tion was made in the terms of the agree-
ment. It was thought that this particular
industry would be of great advantage to
the State, that it was most important that
it should be assisted, and accordingly it
waa assisted as is shown by the Aet and
the lease agreement. We all thought that
something of benefit would accrue to the
State. We are now in some doubt as to
the value of the lime deposits in this area.

Mr, Lambert: There ought not to be any
doubt.

Mr. HARRIBON: Accordiug to the re-
marks of the member for Pilbara (MMr.
Underwood) there is a deubt. I am not a
chemist capable of analysing this lime, or
a4 lawyer eapable of dissecting legal teehni-
calities, but T am of opinion that it is bad
policy for the State to have an Attorney
General acting as Minister for Industries
on the one side, and on the other side,
that is the side of the eompany, as senior
partner in the firm of solicitors acting for
that company.
~ Ar. Lambert: Was not the late Attorney
General, Mr. Justice Draper, doing that
when be acted for the pastoralists?

Mr. HARRISOXN: I am referring to the

 late Attorney General and DMinister for
Fudustries.

Mr, Lambert: They all de the same
thing.

Mr. HARRISON: It is not right in the
interests of the State that a man should be
in a position to act as Attorney General, as
legal adviser to the Covernment, and at
the same time aet on hebalf of a company,
which is deing business with the Govern.
ment in a e¢ertain transaction. In a com-
munieation to the Press Mr. Robinson
points out that the whale of these transae-
tions were carried out by junior partnera.
In my opinion the junior partoers out-
witted the senior partner in this deal, if
what Mr. Robinson says is the case. The
rompany secms to have got the advantage
of the Attorney General

Hon., T. Walker: How innocent!
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Mr. Lambert: Did you put that forward
when Mr. Justice Draper, as Attorney
General, was passing legislation through
for the benefit of the pastoralists?

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. HARRISCGXN: Various minutes bave
been written with regard te various
alterations to the conditions of the lease,
and minutes were put up as from one
department to another. This matter should
not have been dealt with by a man acting
ag Attorney General on the one side and
the representative of the firm of solicitors
interested on the other side. I1f I had my
way a Bill would be brought dowan to pre-
vent such a thing from happening in the
future. It is against the interests of the
State. The course I suggest would be a
protection to future Attorney Generals, and
prevent any stigma being attached to them
from similar actions while representing the
people of the State. They would then be
frced from any innuendoes and suggestions
that they were working on behalf of their
clients and not in the interests of the State.

Hon., T. Walker: That is the law now.

Mr. HARRISON: According to the Pre-
wier and the Leader of the Opposition, the
legal position is such that the State has no
ehance of defeating this partieular company.
If the Government refused to pay and the
company took legal action the Government
wounld have no chance of defending themselves
against the company. Every phase of the
situation has been carefully watched in the
inferesis of the company. Up to the pres-
ent the yield of lime appears- to have heen
nothing like that which was provided for in
tho agreement.

Mr. Lambert: Would it be used if they
did get it?

Mr. HARRIBON: Members on the cross
benches feel that this £70,000 could have been
much better used in opening up other parts
8f the country. Several railways have been
authorised in various electorates, and these
are mueh nceded. We expected that the rail-
way would be built by the company, and
would be run by the company until the Gov-
ernment exercised their option and porchased
it when they so desired. We find now there
is no choice in the matter, and that the money
has to be found. The Premier has bromght
down his Loan Estimates containing provi-
sion for the payment. We were hung up by
a resolution of this House that railways
should be built according to the order in
which they were authorised to be built by
Parlinment. I objected to that at the time.
No one could foresee which railway would be
of paramount importance in the future. This
private railway will now have to be paid
for by the taxpayers of the State, although
railways previously authorised have not yet
been constructed. There is scarcely an elee-
torate in Western Australia that is not in
need of railwauy communication. We were
told that rails were not proeurable and that
mongy was not available with wbieh to
purchase them if they were procurable, and
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yet this company, financed from New
South Wales, has been able to have its
railway built and will be ultimately paid
for by the Government.

Mr., Teesdale: The railway was built es-
pecially to help your industry.

Mr. HARRISON: There i3 some grouad
for that assertion. Those who are interested
in agriculture know the value of lime for the
land, and know that it will make the land
more productive. After all, it may be that
this money will have leen judiciously spent
and that great value will accrue to the Biate.
The company was granted an extension dur-
ing the period of the war becaunse they could
not get the material necessary to enable them
to fulfil the conditions of the lease. They
were also granted other extensions and facili- -
ties. Terms had alrezdy been given by memn-
bers of this House as to the deviation from
Pinjarrah. Notes had been put up by the
Commigsioner of Railways as to weight of
rail, the 45lbs. rail to be used. All these mat-
ters have been the subjeet of discussion, and
1 do not want to go over the ground again,
It appears to me, however, that the money
to be devoted te the purchase of the Lake
Cliften railway could have been mwore advan-
tageously utilised by the State in other direc-
tions.

My, MaeCallum Smith: Do not forget this
railway was the means of building the cement
works.

Mr, HARRISON: The wmember for North
Perth is chairman of directors of another
company, and he knows that the cement pro-
position was & very goud opening for invests
went, as there was an assured market for
large quantities of cement. There was a very
good guarantee to these people when expend-
ing woney on this railway to convey their
goods to market,

Mr, Teesdale: You run down outside
capital when it does come in.

Mr. HARRISON: Nothing of the kind.
T say, let us get all the eapital from outside
as well ag from inside that we possibly ean,
and let us utilise it.

Mr, Simons: Let uws get capital withont
praft,

The Minister for Works: I ask for a with-
drawal of that remark. The member for
East Perth has said that there is graft and
earruption in the House,

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for
Murray-Wellington has taken exception to
some statement made by the member for
East Perth concerming corruption,

Mr. Simons: T said it was possible to get
eapital into this coumtry without graft.

Hou. T. Walker: That is 2 mere truism.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no point of order
invalved.

The Minister for Works: The statement is
different when the member for East Perth
is allowed to add words to it.

Mr. O’Loghlen: That is wrong.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, O’Loghlen: The member for Egst
Perth made a true statement,
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AMr. SPEAKER: I am satisfiel that that
was the statement, That is what I under-
stood. I understood the member for East
Ferth to say, *‘Got in capital without corrup-
tion. "’

The Minister for Works:
ot course, is——

Hon. P. Collier: Never miml about any in-
ference. That was thie statewent,
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, HARRISOXN: This railway was re-
quired for the purpose of conveying lime and
cement to the consumers of those commodi-
ties. It was nevessary that the Lake Clifton
lime deposit should be linked up with our
present railwny system. What I complain
about is that the State is compelle] to take

over the line hefore the time at which, when
" we passed the Aet, we thought it would have
to be taken over. There has heen no anthor-
isation since sought from Parfiament to alter
the conditions uf the agreement, However,
we now come to the pesition that the Lefroy
Government, in negotiating with the pro-
moters, arrangel that payment should be ae-
cepted in 315 per cent. bonds. At that time
it was not inferred that the .\ct gave the
Government the right to purchase the railway.
In my opinion care should have been taken
to see that any agreement to purchase the
1ailway eontained a provision that the pur-
chase was subjoect to parlinmentary approval,
This was doulily necessary in view of the faet
that many distriets have heen waiting for
vears for railway conmunication which has
been promired them, but which has been
so far withheld owing to lack of funds. 1
am satisfierl from what has been stated by
the Minister for Works, and also by Mr. Cole-
Latel, himself, that at the thne the latter
gentleman  signed the document he believed
that it would have to be submitted to Iarlia-
ment for authorisation of the terms and con-
ditions of the lease. Four of the six mem-
bers of the present Cabinet were not then
Ministers of the Crown., The motion has been
aceepted by the Premier as a motion of want
of confidence. My conveptivus of justice will
not allow me te vete against these four Min-
isters whe were not members of the Cabinet
at the time the agreement was made, Even
the present Premier was not then a member
of (*abinct.

Hon. T. Walker: What about the two Min-
isters who were members of that Cabinet?

Mr. HARRIBON: BStatying the files, one
finds that Jr. Colebateh, as aeting Premier,
was approached by the Attorney General, and
also had a minute from Mr. Sayer, on the
subject. Mr. George himself has stated that
Mr. Colebateh, at the time he yigned the
agreement, thought it was to e endorsed by
Parliament.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Do you think he is
such a simpleton as that?

Mr. HARRISOXN: Since Jauuary of 1919
there has heen plenty of time to go into the
matter further. The memhber for Pilbara
{Mr. Underwood) observed that the captain

The inference,
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of a vessel, it he runs her on the rocks, loses
his certificate. The hon., member was likening
Mr Colebateh to the captain of a vessel. Bat
T thiuk the two cases are not analagous. T
look upon Mr. Colebateh rather as a captain
who kas vome to port and has taken a pilot
or board.  Surely Mr. Colebatel wus entitled
ta aceept the assurances of the Attorney Gen-
cral and of the Solicitor General. Why shonld
I st his opinion against two such legal
opintons!

Hon. P. Collier: It was not a matter of
Iegal upinion at all. It was a question of
whether Parliaimrent was to be in or be out.

Mr. ITARRTSON: That is the position as
I view it, and as I am likely to continue to
view it.

Hon. P, Collier: No doubt!

Mr. HARRISON: T adopt the comparison
with the pilot. Now, are we to condemn the
pmesent Ministry for what was done by a
former Attorney General, if he is at faunlt?
A pernsal of the file leads me to believe thak
the Inte Attorney General should he heanrd at
the bar of the Honse, 1 do not want to cou-
demn the gentleman anlicard, but | am not
in favour of spending a lot of money on a
Rayal Commission, cspecially sinee it'has heen
given out by the Premier, the Teader of the
Opposition, and other members that we have
e chanee whatever of escaping payment of
the money tor that railway. Tf we refuse to
liay; we shall have costs piling up from day
to day, T am not in favour of that, either.
Still, rather than have a Koval Commission
1 would test the matter in the law courts, not-
withstanding my belief that this course would
increase the eventual cost. [ o net believe
iti appointing a Royal Commission in this in-
stanee hecause we have seen the files our-
sclves,  Suppose a Royal Commission is ap-
printed.  That body will conaist either of
members of Parliament, or perbaps a Su-
preme Court judge. The Royal Commission
will po through the files, of which there afe
quite a number in the various departments,
=0 that the inquiry would be costly. T de
not think the result is likely to he worth the
uxpense. Therefore T am oppoxed to n Royal
Commission in this matter,

Hou. W. C. Angwin: Sceing that Minis-
tors are anxious to get out from underneath,
[ shoull think you weuld support the Royal
Commission.

Mr. HARRISOX: I am of opinion that
Alr. Robinson should be heard at the bar of
the TTonse.

Hon. T. Walker:
could that do?

Mr. HARRISON: Mr, Robinson might ex-
plain some of the points on whiel members
want his explanation. Last night we heard
from the member for Kanowna (Hon, T.
Walker) as to the point of secreey, the erime
of scereey. People who live in glass houses
should not throw stones.

Mr. O'Loghlen: You are a Solomon!

Mr, HARRISON: There have been quite
a lot of seeret contracts in the past.

What for? What good
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Hon, P, Collier: What were they?

Hon. T. Walker: Yes, what were they?

Mr. HARRISON: There was the powellis-
ing agreement, for instance.

Hon. P. Collier: And the Premier who
made that agreement now belongs to yowr
party and is one of your leaders.

Mr. HARRISON: All the members of
that Cabinet were equally vresponsible.
There is not just one affair of the kind; if
we had the light of day let in there would
be quite & aumber. Now, what ean we do?
We have to take one of fwo positions: we
have to-vote against the motion, or we have
to support the motion, in which latter case
there will be some other Govermment in
power, What othev Government will we get?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: ¥ou might be put
in,

Mr. HARRISON:
Government.

Hon. P. Collier: Uriah Heep!

Mr, HARRTSQOXN: The hon. member who
moved this want of confidence wotion has
himself in the past been connected with ase-
tions which wiil not bear the light of day,
in regard to sceret contraets.

Hon. P. Collier: What do you mean by
““the light of day’’?
Mr. HARRISON:

hers,

Hon, P. Collier:
order.

Mr.
oriler?

Hon. P. Collier: T object te the stutement
of the member for Avon that I have been
associated with a Government whose aetions
wonld not bear the light of day. That is a
reflection upon me.

Mr. HARRISON: T said, as far as secret
contracts were concerned.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Boul-
der has taken exception to a statement of the
member for Avon, and has asked for o with-
drawal,

Mr. HARRISOXN: Well, Mr. Speaker—

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. memhber must
withdraw without any reservation.

AMr. HARRISON: T withdraw. e have
read in the columns of the Press, unfortu-
nately, of quite a mumber of transactions,
and alse of a certain other matter which came
out "in evidenee,

Mr. O’Loghlen:
tions and matters?

Hon, P. Collier:
ing?

Mr. HARRISOX: The powellising con-
tract has already been mentioned. Another
ease which has oceurred since I have been in
this House is that of the member for North-
East Premantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin) with
regard to the Nevanas contract. The mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle was the man
who c¢losed that negotiation. Indeed, T re-
member his being enlogized in this Chamber

We might get another

I have told hon. mem-
I rise to a point of

SPEAKER: What is the point of

What are those transac-

What are you insinuat-
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over the matter. However, I do not wish to
rake up the past

Hon. P. Collier: Oh, no!
Hon, T. Walker: Rake it up by all
means,

Mr, HARRISON: I make these assertions
becanse references first eame from the other
side of the Chamber regarding the crime of
secreey,

Hon, P. Collier: That is not so. |

Mr. HARRISON: It was done most em-
phatically. As for judging Ministers of the
Crown on the score of erimas of secrecy, 1
repeat what I said at the outset, that peo-
ple whe live in glass houses should not throw
stones,

Hon. P. Collier: T was quoting from
speeches made years ago by the present Pre-
mier. Had not you brains enough to under-
stand that?

Mr. HARRISON: I do not altogether like
that letter in the Press, beeanse it refers to
a former membher, who iz absent—S8ir Henry
Lefroy. That hon. gentleman is not here to
speak for limself. T believe Sir Henry Le-
froy left this State for the East just at the
time when, according to these files, so much
was being done in this matter. An wnnde-
served reflection has been cast upon Sir
Henry Lefroy. So far as members of this
party arc concerned, we would much rather
that the money for the Lake Clifton railway
had not to be taken out of the Treasury
chest at present, but that an equivalent saum
could be drawn from the publie fonds in
arder to meet previous railway commitments.

Hon. P, Collier: A brilliant speech! .

Mr. MeCALLUM  (South  Fremantle)
[8.01: T will not detain the Heuze long
with what T have to say regarding the mo-
tion before the House. I hope what I have
to say will be fo the point, because I realise
T am talking to inanimate benches. I know
that instroctions have been issued to mem-
hers sitting on the Government side as to
how they must vote,

The Premier: Speak for yourself.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Nothing that speakers
on the Opposition side of the House ecan say
will affect the vote on the question becanse
the seeret conclave has met. T.ong before
the Leader of the Opposition stated his ease,
before they knew the faets to be presented
by him in support of the motion, that secret
conclare sat outside this Chamber and is-
sued instructions to wmembers of this House.

Mr, Latham: Who issued instrvetions?

Mr. MeCALLUM: You, Mr. Speaker, re-
member long ago, during the course of your
political life, the attacks made mpon you
through the eolumns of the Press and the
public platforms beeanse yon, with others,
were tied to the political machine and had to
bow to the dictates of a secret caucns. Be-
eause, it was stated, you attended meetings
in the dark, deep dungeon of the Trades
Hall, where the fates of Governments wera
decided, becanse you attended in the secret
vaults of Labour’s headquarters and received
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your instructions as to how you were to vote,
and how the destinies of the State were to
be sbaped, where the very ventilators.were
blocked uwp s0 that no one could hear, where
armed guards were posted outside the doors
so that no listener conld hear what was go-
ing on, because of all these things, you, Mr.
Speaker, as with others in the Labour move-
ment, had to submit to attacks in the Press

and from the public platform. Many
a time, Mr. Speaker, you will remem-
ber lhow you had to stand up against
that sort of thing on the public

platform. What have we to-day? These very
men who raked you, AMr. Speaker, for attend-
ing cancus meetings to get your instruetions
and to discuss State issues, are now attend-
ing mectings themselves, debating a motion
and coming to a decision even before hearing
the case of the Leader of the Opposition
stated on the floor of the Hounse. Before
they knew the facts on which the Leader of
the Opposition relied for support for his mo-
tion, they arrived at their decision. Those
who have spoken so far come forward with
statements that they ‘“regret this’’ and ¢ dis-
agree with that,’’ but still they will vote in
support of the Government. Those menibers
agree that things have happened which should
not have oceurred, but still, they say, ‘I
must support the Gevernment.’’ How many
times had the Labour movement to stand up
against the ery that, owing to various con-
siderations, they should be relegated to politi-
cal obsenrity, and owing to what was referred
to as seerct c¢aucus deeigsions, and so on, there
should be a return to respousible government;
that the affairs of the country should be con-
ducted from inside and not outside Parlia-
ment. That was given out as the reason why
the Labour movement should not have the
support of the people. Memhers now sitting
on the Ministerinl side of the House went out
time after time on the publie platform, or
expressed their views through the Press, with
the eries that T have referred to, and yet
to-day we find, so far from dissociating them-
gelves from such actions, they themselves are
now pursuing such a course.

The I'remier: You are quite wrong,

Mr. McCALLUM: Am 1?7 This morning
we sce in flaring headlines in the '''West-
Australian’’ that there has been a meeting
of the secret conelave, and caucus has issued
instructions. Unlike the fulminations of the
past, we merely read that ‘‘the party stand
solid. "’

Hon, P, Collier: That was not caucns; that
was only a meeting.

Mr, MeCATLLUM: According to the Press
report, it was not a secret conelave; it was
not a mecting behind the baeks of the Legis-
lature; there is no refercnee to the constitu-
tivnal aspect of such a gathering shere the
fate of the country is desided. Instead of
rcferenced such o8 we had in the past, when
Labour met to disenss matters, we have the
bright sbappy reference, ©“The party stauds
solid.’?

AMr. Teesdale: Of vourse we stand solid.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. MeCALLUM: But, we are told, there
is one black sheep. We are told upanimity
is denied the party, for there was one black
sheep. Is he the member for Roebourne (Mr.
Teesdale) ?.

Homn, P. Collier: Oh no, not he.

Mr, Simons: He is a true merine,

Mr. MceCALLUM: Is it the member for
Rocbourne?

Mr. Teesdale: No, mever.

Mr. Marshall: Right or wrong, he stands
solid.

Mr., MeCALLUM: Who is that one mem-
her who stood ont?

Mr. Treesdale: It is all right; he is sorry
ubout it now.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Is he? Who is he?
Surely we are entitled to know who he is,
Will he come to the penitent form and admit
he has made a great mistake! If there is one
man with sufficient initiative and backbone
to say he is not in favour of what the Gov-
crnment have dene, is he to suffer from the
thumb-screw and the rack and be prevented
from exercising his own judgment? Ts all
the tyranny of caucus to be thrust vpon him,
and is he not to be a free man?

The Premier: You sprak as onc having
experienece.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I speak as one who has
had to stand against the jibes of the hon.
member as well as of others. I was the one
who was supposed to put the screw on mem-
bers of the Labour party who sat in this
Chamber, and some of those who are in the
present Cabinet can say equally with me that
therc was not a word of truth in the state-
ments made on this score against the Labour
Government when they were in power. Now
we want to know who are the bosses.

Mr. Mann: You lived through it very well.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The odium has shifted
from the Trades Hall to St. George’s-terrace,
As a matter of fart there was no foundation
of truth in the allegatiors made against the
Labour Government and the Trades Hall
There was no truth in those statements, Mr.
Speaker, as you know. You had to go to
the Trades Hall, so they said, and I stood at
the donr with a gun in my hand and told you
that jf you did not vote im a certain way
out you would go. You know that was what
was said and written at the time, even if you,
Mr, Speaker, dil not see it at the Trades Hall
for yourself. Bot it is a different kind of
thing we see going on now, Nowadays Minis-
terialists meet in the Premier's office. They
sit down there and discuss matters; they
ardjourn for luneh; they come back again and
dizenss the ‘matter further; they have their
cigars and perhaps their whisky and soda.
There is nothing of eaucus abount that,

Mr. Angelo: Nor ony whisky and soda
either.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Did not the IPremicr
shout! No! Then you were not worth it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, MeCALLUM: The present Ministerial-
ist seetion of the Hounse is doing cxactly what
they denvunced the Labour movement for
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from one end of Australia to the other. They
denounced us, saying we were not free eiti-
zens, and that our parliamentary members
did not come here with a right to exercise
their own judgment, but were tied down by
decisions of some outside superior body as
to how we should vote and what we were to
do. They still say that of the Labour move-
ment. I ask hon, members to say what they
are doing to-day. Is it correet that, prior to
hearing what the Leader of the Opposition
had to say, they received their instructions
as to how they should vote on the motion?
Thus, the decision of this Chamber is to be
decided by members outside the Chamber.
The Government supporters to-day are putting
into actual practice what they accused the
Labour Party of deing in the past, with this
difference, that the Ministerialists of to-day
are doing it more thoroughly.

Mr. Latham: We have benefited from your
experience.

Mr. McCALLUM: They say that imita-
tion is the sinecerest form of flattery.

The Premier: Apparently you do not like
flattery.

Mr. Aagelo: We are beating you at your
own game,

Mr. MeCALLUM: TIn this, Mr. Speaker
can bear me out, that whilst he was a mem-
ber of the Labour movement he was never
on any oceasion called upon to decide any
question without hearing the facts of the
case. Yow, Mr. Speaker, never attended a
cancus meeting at which you were asked
to pass a vote unless all the facts were
before you. That js the differcnce between
the method adopted by the Lahour move-
ment and that adopted by members sitting
on the Ministerial side of the House.

Mr. Harrison: The facts are all on the
files,

Mr. MecCALLUM: I venture to say there
are not two membera on the Government
side of the House who have seen the files.
I know the filea were in great demand and
I know how many of us were waiting on the
doorstep to have a look at them. I know;
_ pretty well what happened to the files and

I know what members perused them, Ti
is no use the members of the Country Party
saying they know what is on the files.

My, Latham: Yes, we do.

Mr. MeCALLUM: I know you did not
have them,

Mr. Harrison: That is not so.

Mr. SFEAKER: Hon., members must
keep order!

Mr. McCALLUM: That is the situation
we are facing to-day. The Labour Party
has had to submit through the Press and
from the public platform to misrepresenta-
tion and to maligning. Bogeys have been
thrust up against us, and 2s fast as we
break them down others have arisen before
us. Now® we find members sitting opposile
imitating what they accused us of doing
in the past.

more thorough manper. Members on the

They proceed, however, in a °
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fMovernmeut side of the House are deprived
of the right to express their thoughts and
of the right to exercise their own judg-
ment; they have to submit to decisions
arriveil at outside the House on matters
that shovld be determined inside the
Housu. That which they alleged against
the l.abour movement they are doing with
addud  efficiency themselves. What has
beer the answer of the Goverament to
the case put up by the Leader of the
Oppostlion? Neither the Premier nor the
Minister for Works has attempted for one
moment to justify this agreement. They have
not attempted to say it was a good thing. As
a matter of faet, both say it was a bad
business deal. They admit the agreement
should never have heen made. They argue,
however, that becaunse they have shed the
ex-Attorney General, Mr. Robinson, they
themselves are no longer responsible for
{his matter. Having got rid of Robinson,
they ask the House to say that the present
Government are no longer responsible, and
thiat no respomsibility whbatever attaches
to them for the actions of the Lefroy Gov-
ernment. There are two aspeets I want to
examine. [ want to ask if Cabinet itself
has no responsibility. Is the responsibilily
upon the shoulders of individuals, on Min-
isters separately, or is Cabinet as a whole
to stand or fall togetber? Does the mere
fact that Robingon left the Government
shed the respongibility entirely from Cab-
inet for an action takeh while Robinsen
was a2 member of the Cabidet? Cabinet has
suppreased the knowledge of this seeret
agreement for over two vears. The Fre-
mier has admitted that he knew of the
position for two yecars but he never took
the people, nor yet Parliament, inte his
confitence. Let me deal with the first
phase. Having shed the late Attorney
General, Mr. Robinson, has Cabinet oo
further responsibility for this matterg
The Prcmier: That is not the position.

Mr. MeCALLUM : That would be the
position if it was a Labour Governmeant
coneerned,

The Premier: This Cabinet was not con-
ccroed.

Mr, McCALLUM: If a Labour Govern-
ment had arrived at this decision and the
Minister responsible had been passed out
of the Cabiret, and even if there had been
a change of Premiers, would the present
Premier get up and say that it was a new
Giovernment, that bocause a Minister bad
gone and the Premier had gone, that the
Lobour movement was no longer respon-
gible for the actions of the previons Labour
Government? Car membera imagine the
Premier arguing along those lines? I fancy
T ean hear him arguing that it would be a
new Government, and that it should not be
called upon to answer for the actions of
the previous Government!  To-day the
Premier holds the TLabour movement
responsible for the actions of the Labour
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Government and yet he takes a former
Labour Minister into his own Cabinet,
The Premier: I never said a word about
it.
Mr. MeCALLTM: You have said it.
The Premier: When did I say it?
Mr. MeCALLUM: You inferred it right
through your speech last night.

The Premier: Nothing of the sort.

Mr, McCALLUM: If that is the position,
what does it matter whether Ministers are
on the Opposition side of the House or on
the Government side. The Premier satill
speaks against the Labour Government
How can the Premier follow that line of
argument and expect to be freed from the
decigions of the party he is associated with
now? He has been assoviated with those gen-
tlemen all aleng. How, then, can ke now at-
tempt to disown their decision! T ask the
Premier, does he argue that the responsibility
for this position left his Government when
Mr, Robinson went out? Mr, Robinson was
not dismissed from the Cabinet; had the
Premier, dismissed him on this aceount, the
Premier, perhaps, could so argue. But Mr,
Rohingon was not dismissed; he resigned of
his own volition. The Premier does not even
tell us there was any difference of opinion
over this betwoen him and the Attorney Gen-
eral when the Attorney General was in his
Cabinet.

The ‘Premier: I did not then know of it.

Mr. MeCALLTUM: Tf the Premier now
argues that he is fres from the deeisions of
(‘abinet arrived at when Mr. Robinson was
in that {'abinet, is he going to holil this party
responsible for the decisions referrad to by
the Lealer of the Country Party just now,
sceret ugreements  which  the Premier de-
nomneed so strongly when on this side of thg
House? The Premier has sitting with him
now, as Minister for Railways, the man re-
sponsible for the Nevanas contract. If the
Premier has shed Mr. Robinson, at all events
he has adopted Mr. Seaddan. So, if the Pre-
mier denies responsibility for the Lake Clif-
ton seandal, he bas to aceept responsibility
for the XNevanas seandal. If he disowns
Mr. Robinson aml says it i3 not Cabinet,
but the individoal Minister, who carries re-
sponsibility, lhe has to shoulder responsi-
hility for the past actions of Ar. Scaddan,
who is the man who was responsible for
fhe Nevanas cootract, and who now is a
member, hoth of the Government and of the
Country Party. Tndeed, he has been a wem-
her of every party in the House; he has gone
clean round the Chamber, and now he is a
memher of the Government., T want to know
fram the Premier which line of argument he
adopts, Does he say that responsibility lies
with the individual Minister, or with the Gov-
ernment ad a whole? Tf he says he is free
from responsihility in respect of the Lake
Clifton seandal, then he must accept respousi-
hility for the Nevanas scandal.

Mon. P. Collier: The Minister for Works
moved a mofion of no-ronfidence in the Lab-
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our Government on the score of the Nevanas
contract, and calle? it mal-administration.

Mr. MeCALLUM: When members oppo-
gite start to wash dirty linen

Mr. Harrison: You have given us nothing
about the Lake Clifton negotiations.

Mr. MeCALEUM: The hon. member was
most enlightening in his own speech. Did ke
not explain to ug all the negotiations between
Ministers and the company? He traced all
the mnegotiations to their completion. His
speech was most informative, and when he sat
down no member present was more enlight-
ened that when he began, The Premier says
he refuses to shoulder respousibility for this
contract. Te admits that an error was made,
but he asks what harm has been done.

The Promier: I did not ask anything of
the sort.

Mr, McCALLUM: The Premicr last night
asked what barm had Leen done by the delay
in bringing this before Parliament.

The Premier: That is quite another mat-

ter,

Mr. MeCALLUM: I want fo reply to the
Premier's inquiry. If the Premier's state-
ment is to count for anything at all, if his
references, and these of the Minister fer
Works, to the ex-Attorney General are to he
copsidered, thav are tantamonnt to =saying
that the ex-Attorney General is unfit to again
oceupy a position of trust in this State. If
the statements of the Premier and of the
Minister for Works do not mean that Mr.
Robinson is unfit to again occupy a position
of trust in publie life, they mean nothing at
all. The Premier charged the Labour Gavern-
ment with the erime of scercey, and =aid that
the punishment ought to bhe made fit the
erime.  Yet the Premier now asks what harm
has been done by this secrecy, by hiding from
t'arliament his belief that an ex-Minister was
nafit to apain enter publie life in this State.

The Premier: T never said anything of the
sort.

My, MeUALLTM: There has siner heen a
general election, at which Mr. Robinsen con-
tested a seat. He might have come back, re-
elected as a ropresentative of the people, in
which ense probably he woull have again oe-
tupied a Ministerial position, Yet the Pre-
micr who accuses that man of being unfit to
aecupy i position of trust in the pmblic life
of the State remained silent, iid not let the
Parliament or the people know what this man
had done. Tle says this man is uwnfit to oc-
eupy a position of trust in the State.

The Premier:’ I never said anything of
the kind.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Premicr said the
Lahour Government were puilty of the erime
of scereey,  Yet the Premier site hack and
allows this man te o out and court the suf-
frages of the electors, when the Promier, if
we are to take his statements for anything
at all, knew that the man was unfit to he
here, T agree with the member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin} that

-the time when this should have been disclosed

by the Premier was while Sir Henry Lefroy
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and Mr. Robinson were still members of the
Chamber; that ig when the Premier should
have brought down this information and told
the public that ke did pot agree with the ae-
tion of those gentlemen, and that he thought
the man mainly responsible for the deal was
not fit to occupy a position of public trust.
Rut he waits until those gentlemen have
ceased to be members of the House before be
brings down the information, Then the Pre-
mier asks what harm has becn done by the
delay. Is that not harm enough!  What
wonld the Premier say if the Leader of the
Opposition had acted as the Premier has
done? I can imagine what the Premier would
say if a Labour (iovernment had acted as this
Government have acta), had refrained from
bringing down such information until after
a general election, when the avcused persons
were not here to fight out the matter on the
floor of the House. The Premier who asks
what harm has been done by the delay still
retains in his Cabinet the man who admits
that bhe signed this agreement without hav-

ing read it, am agreement which the
Premier says is bad business and not
in the interests of the people or of
the State. His own Minister admits
that he did not read an  agreement of
one clause, that he is too lazy or too

tired or too jncompetent to read it down;
and then the Dremier wants to know
what harm is there in allowing the man who
makes such an admission to remain in the
Cabinet, to eontinue in 2 position where he
ean sign away £70,000 without reading what
he signs. I will show later that the agree-
ment means something more than £70,000.
The Premier still keeps that Minister in his
Cabinet. Hou. members say they are going
to vote to retain these Ministers, although
they disagree with their actions. One hon.
member has snid that his vote is not to be
taken as an endorsement of the action of the
two Ministers who remain in the Cabinet.
Btill, he is going to vote to keep the Gov-
ernment in power. Hon. wembers disagree
with what has been done, say that it is bad
business, a bad hargain, against the decision
of Parliament anwd against public pelicy, but
that nevertheless they will vote to keep the
Government in power. Dozs the Premier
think he has done no harm by retaining in
his (‘abinet the man who admits that he
signed this agreement without reading it? Is
that man fit to retain his position, a position
in whieh he may do the same thing again
to-morrow and every day of the year? Are
the people of the State to have no mors
security than that? They arc to go to bed
each night knowing that these is in the
Cabinet a Minister who is likely to land them
irn a similarly awkward position any day. And
then the Premier wants to know what harm
he has done! He is doing harm every day
during which he allows the existing poesition
to continue. Is it any Worse to negotate a
seeret agrecment than to keep that agree-
ment seeret? Are the men who negotiate a
secret agreement any worse thap thoese who,
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after learning of it, continue to keep it
secret? Which are the worse? In my opinion
there is no difference between the two. It
one i3 to be condemned, let both be con-
demned; if one is wromg both are wrong;
if one is against public policy, the other
equally is against public poliey. No Govern-
ment who will sit down for two years know-
ing of something against public policy have a
right to continue to hold their portfolics. In
respeet of the Minister for Works, before
and since I entered this House, I have sat
at his feet and listencd te his amazing ex-
periences. Times out of number have I heard
him describe how, first, he was apprentieed
s an engineer, how afterwards le became
a tradesman awd then a contractor. T have
Listened without appearing to be weary to
the story of all the roads and bridges he has
built, heard him reeite the great engincering
works he has been in charge of, listened pa-
tiently to him while lie told us of the thons-
ands of men he has had uwnder his contrel, of
how he ran the black goose foundry, how
he beeame (‘ommissioner of Railways, of his
long experience as Minister of the Crown,
how cventuallv he beeame Ffather of the
House, and of the ages he has spent in pub-
lie life. Totting it all up, allowing for se
many years in this position, and so muny years
earrying that respousibility, T have tried to
find out who and what this Minister is. 1
have ahnost heen led to the conelusion that
it was he who bmilt the ark for Noal, and
1 have oven found myself wondering whether
it was not he whe tempted Eve to partake of
that apple. I have been amazed at his long
vears of experience. We have often listencd
while he desceribed to uns his business aecnmen
and his great financial experience. while he
has told ws of his wonderful control over his
department, how lhe watches everything that
goes through, how that nothing can happen
without his being in touch with it, that indeed
he knows avervthing that goes on; and now
he comes down to the House anid says, 1
did not knew anything ahout this agree-
ment.'* Tnstead of his being a smart, keen
business man, full of comnereial acumen,. well
aceustomed to controlling men, he wants us
to believe that he is a poor unsophisticated
way-backer,

The Minister for Works:
order, Sir.

My, SPEANER:
order?

The Minister for Works:
hon. member telling lies.

Mr. SPEAEER: The Minister will with-
draw that statement.

The Minister for Works:
order, T will withdraw,

Mr. MeCALLUM: During his speech
last night the Minister told us time after
time that he did not know a thing about this
question.

Hon. P. Collier: He even said he did not
understand the Cabinet minute.

Mr. McCALLUM: When the question was
pot to him about railway freights, he said

On a point of
What is the point of

1 object to the

A3 T am out off
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he did not know that this had been fixed up
withont the decision to come to Parliament,
and how often has the Leader of the Opposi-
tion plied him with the question as to when he
first knew that it had been decided to go on
with the agreement without it being sub-
mitted to Parliament! Will the Minister tell
us? Thongh he went on and built the
line—- \

The Minister for Works: I did not Luild
the line,

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Minister'’s depart-
ment did.

The Minister for Works: My department
did not,

Mr. Marshall: Some of your officers did.

Mr. MeCALLUM: It was all done under
the supervision of the Minister’s officers.
Does the Minister want us to nnderstand that
he did not even know that his own officials
werg supervising the work?

Hon. P. Collier: It growed, like Topsy.

The Minister for Works: I do not want
you to understand anything at all.

Mr. MeCALLUM: If we are to understand
that- the Government comprises business men,
if we are to believe all that has been told
us in the past about all the years of exper-
ienee which the Minister for Worka has had
on different classes of work and of all the
application that he gives to his job—well, I
used fo bhelieve it; 1 uvsed to sit at the Min-
ister 's feet and marvel at his keen business
instinets and believe all he told me, but now
he has disillusione@ me. Now he says, ‘‘Me-
Callum, you were a fool.'’

The Minister for Works: I did not say it,
but I thought it.

Mr, McCALLUM: I have not the least
doubt about that, but perhaps before I have
finished, the Minister will have reason to alter
his opinion of me. I am merely telling the
Minister what has been going on in my mind,
and T would like him wow to let us know
when he first learnt of this agreement to pur-
chase the line without referring to Parlia-
ment ?

The Minister for Works: T will lot you
know.

Hon. P. Colliecr: When?

Mr. McCALLUM: That guestion has been
put repeatedly and no answer has been given.

The Minister for Works: I told you long
ago in my speech when 1 first knew, but you
have not the brains to understand it.

Haou. P. Collier: Would you mind repeafing
it?

Mr, McCALLUM: When it comes to my
turn—if ever it does—to allow a deal like
this to pass under my nose and then come to
Parliament and admit that I knew nothing
about it, I shall acknowledpge the impeach-
went. The Minister has admitted this more
than once in his specch.

The Minister for Works: I have not, anil
I cannot use the correct word to deseribe your
statement, hecanse it would be ngainst the
Standing Orders.

Mr. MeCALLUM: There are two agree-
ments involved in the diseussion and, although

[ASSEMBLY.)

the dvbate has largely hinged on the one
relating to the taking over of the line, I
wish to refer to the other ngreement, which
seems to be equally if not n:ore extraordioary.
The other agreement deanls with the freight.
1t is worth while placing these facts on re-
cord, becaose the loss in this respeet will
mean muceh more to the people of the State
than the cost of the railway itself. It will
give the company greater gifts and rob the
people of more money than the other agree-
ment. This agrecment was made on the 20th
January, 1919, between the Commissioner of
Railways and the Portland Cement Company
Ltd. of Western Australia, and reads:—
An agreement made the twentieth day
of Januvary, onc thousand nine hundred and
nineteen between The Commissioner of Rail-
ways for the State of Western Australia
of the one part and The Western Austra-
lian Portland Cement Company Limited of
the other part as follows:—Subject to the
conditions hereunder stated, the Commis-
sioner of Railways agrees to carry lime for
the company from Lake Clifton te Burs-
wood at the rate of three-farthings per ton
per mile, plus shunting charges at Burs-
wood at the ordinary rates as preseribed
for the time being., This agrecement is sub-
jeet to the following conditions:—{a) That
the lime is used for the manufacture of
eement. (b) That the quantity of lime eon-
signed by the company from Lake Clifton
to Burswood for that purpose shall not be
less that 25,000 tons in any year. (c) That
subject to the Commissioner of Railways sup-
Mying the truecks required, a2 minimum
number of trucks, as determined by the
Commissioner of Railways, will be used in
transit on each train from Lake Clifton to
Waroona, and that all trucks shall be
loaded to their full carrying capacity for
lime, (d) That the company supplies its
own sheets for covering for lime, such
shects to be returncd to Lake Clifton free
of charge. (e} That the ruling grude of the
railway hetween Lake Clifton and Waroon
he not steeper than 1 in 75. Provided
that, if in any year the quantity of lime
consigned by the company as aforesaid is
loss than 25,000 toms, then freight for thn
next following year shall be at the ordin-
ary ratey for the carriage of lime for gen-
eral use as preseribed for the time being.
Provided also that the company shall be
exempt from its obligation to earry the
said minimum quantity in any year if pre-
vented by act of God, force majeure or
striles,  This agreement shall continue in
foree during the currency of the lease
granted under Special Lease Lake Clifton
Act, 1916. As witness the common seal of
the Commissioner of Railways and the
vommor seal of the company. {Sgd.) E. 8,
Hume, Deputy Commisvioner of Railwuys,
T want to point out the significance of this
agiement, 1t provides for the carting of lime
at the rate of #id, per ton per mile. It fur-
ther proviles that the Commissioner of Ruil-
wiays agreex to earry the lime at that price
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for 42 years. The ordinary rate at the time
the agreement was made was 1d. per ton per
mile, but since the agreement was signed the
ordinary rate has been incereased from 1d. to
1%d. per ton per mile, but the charge of Hd.
to the company still remains, This is how
the rates work out: From Waroona to Burs-
wood the ordinary rate would be 8s. 5d. per
ton, but the eompany will have their lime
earted over that distance for 4s. 2d. a ton.
Lu other words the company will *receive a
concession from the railways of 4s. 3d. per
ton.

Hon, P. Collier: The company arc charged
less than one-half of the ordinary rate.

Mr. Latham: Lime is carted for nothing in
New Zealand.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Whereas the original
concession to the company meuant a reduction
of only 25 per cent., namely ¥d. on 1d,, at
the present time it means a reduetion of more
than 50 per cent. Owing to the ordinary rate
bhaving inereased, the company are now able
to cart their lime at less than 50 per cent.
of the ordinary freight. This Government of
business men, this Government of men with
so much commercial knowledge, these men
possesscd of all the business acumen, these
men who wanted the miner and the black-
smith turned out of office beeause men with
sound business training were essential, could
not draw up an agreement providing for a
25 per cent. concession. No, they fixed the
rate at M d. as against 14, and the company
are now enjoying a concession of over 50 per
cent. of the ordinary rate. On the 25,000 tons
minimum to be carted every year, this will
mean a saving to the company of £6400 a
year, and, for the period of 42 years, it will
mean & loss to the railways of £268,000. If
the words of the Minjster for Works may be
taken as correct—and I know that there are
indications that they will prove correct, us
the company are already arranging to increase
their plant—they are likely to carry nearer
to 80,000 tons than 25,000 tons.

The Minister for Werks: When did T say
that?

Mr. Mc¢CALLUM: Last night.

The Minister for Works: I did not.

Hon. P. Collier: In the file yon state that
they capected to earry 80,000 tons a year., If
they do you will lose £20,000 a year.

Mr. McCALLUM: If the Minister’s antici-
pation is realised

The Minister for Works: T hope I may live
to sce it.

Mr. MeCALLUM: If the 80,000 tons are
carried every year, it will mean a loss in the
42 years of £806,400,

My, Harrison: The same would' apply to
the electric light agreement.

Mr. McCALLUM: This is not a mere
discussion on the taking over of =
railway at a cost of £70,000. It is a matter
of £70,000 plus the loss of £806,400, and
-this applies only in the event of there
being no further increase in freights. If
freights are further inereased, the loss will
be even greater.

[87]
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The Miaister for Works:
freights go down?
Mr. MceCALLUM;

What if the

There would still be
some loss. I wish to remind the House
that recently the railway unions have
appeared  before the Arbitration Court
appealing for improved wdges and condi-
tions, and the whole case for the Govern-
ment and the Commissioner has been that
the railways are a losing proposition and
cannot afford to pay. They say the rail-
ways cannot be made to pay; there is not
the trade or the money in the country
te make them pay. Yet here is an
amount of £800,000 given away to one
company alone during a period of 42 years,
The workers in the Arbitration Court are
faced with the argument that the railways
cannot afford to pay the improved wages or
concede the betfer working conditions. It
is something more than the £70,000 that is
involved. This apreement apPears to be
worse if anything than the other one. It
was made in defiance of the wire sent from
Kslgoorlie by the Minister for Railways.
The Minister for Railways disapproved of
the granting of this reduction in freight
and the Minister for Works says he does
not remember it at all.

The Minister for Works:
nothing to do with me.

Me. McCALLUM: Is not the Minister
for Works a member of Cabinet?

Hon. P. Collier: There is a niinnte on the
file in which Mr. Robinson says you were
aware of it.

The Minister for Works: Mr, Speaker,
may I say one word?

Hon. P. Collier: You cannot interrupt a
member,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The Minister for Works: I just want to
say about 20 words,

Hon, P. Collier:
speaker!

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon, member must
refrain from ioterrupting,

Hon, P. Collier: Whoever heard of such
a suggestion!

The Minister for Works: There ia no
Cabivet minute, anyhow. T

Mr, MeCALLUM : The file distinctly
states that the Minister for Industries
wired to the Minister for Railways in
Kalgoorlie stating that be had transmitied
the decision of Cabinet to Sydney. The
decision wag that the redueced rate had
been agreed to. We find, further, from the
file that Mr. Oakden said there were other
Ministers than Mr. Robinson who were
opposed to Parliament being consulted.
Who were those other Ministers?

The Minister for Works: I for one, of
course.

Mr, McCALLUM: Was the Minister for
Works one of them?

The Minister for Works: Of course, in
your opinion,

Mr. MeCARLUM: That is what I want
to know. The Houze is entitled to know

That bhas

What, interrupt a
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who the other Ministers were, M. Oakden
said distinetly there were other Ministers
than Mr. Robingon hostile to Parliament
being consulted. Are they still in the
Cabinet? Are we to nnderstand that there
are more than the two? If this is not so,
why was not Mr. QOakden’s statement in-
dignantly repudiated? Tbhere has been no
denial, noe answer, no case put up in reply
to Mr, Oakden. Each Minister hag sat
down under his statement. If there was
any answer, why was it not put forward?

The Minister for Works: You ask so
mauy yuestions you cannot expect replies.

My. MeCALLUM: The manager of the
company even went so far as to say he
woulidl not go on with the work at all if
there was any doubt about the matter
going to Parliament. The Solicitor General
says that Mr. Cox and Mr. Oakden waited
on him and protested agaiunst Parliament
heing eonsulted. Mr. Oakden says further
it was a ec¥enant, and was the basis of the
formation. of the company. In a minute
written on the 8th December, 1821, the
Solicitor General stated to the Premier
that it was emphasised hy Mr. Oakdea that
the vompany would never have been floated
but fur the agreement of the 20th January,
1019. That was the agreement for the pur-
chase of the railway, which, in fact, was
referred to in the company’s prospectus.

Hon. P. Collier: Tt was that agreement
whivh enabled the company to raise the
capital,

Alr. McCALLUM: Did the Minister for
Works ever see the prospectus of the com-
pany?

The Minister for Works: Yes.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Did not the Minister
goc that the Government had undertaken
to purchase the line without veferring the
matter to Parliament? Did not the Min-
jster know that the company were hawk-
ing this busimess all around the Commen-
wenith on the streangth of the undertaking of
the Government to purchase the line without
reterenve to Parlioment?

The Minister for Works interjected.

Mr. MeCALLTUM: That is what we want
to know, and that is what the Minister de-
olites to answer. The affair was hawked
all aver the country, and was put up as a
tcheme to invite the subseription of capital
to the vompany. [t was said that the Govern-
ment had agreed without reference to Parlia-
ment that the line was to be taken over. T
do not think anyone whe has read the files
can vome to any conclusion but that this was
co. A lot was said that does not appear on
the files.

The Minister for Works:
would be.

Mr. McCALLUM: Even at the commence-
ment Mr. Nathan said that a certain gentle-
man had recently visited the State, and that
his negotiations had been suceessful.

The Minister for Works: When you came
to me about Trades Hall affairs there was a

dmil of a lot said.

Of course there
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AMr, MeCALLUM: It would be more inter-
esting to know what has been left off the files
than what is on them.

Hon. P. Collicr: Are there any other secrct
sgreements we do not kuow anything about?

The Minister for Works: Any amount of
them; millions! .

Mr. McCALLUM: The company admits
that extracts from the files were seat to them,
that confidential minutes were supplied to
them by ,a Minister of the Crown, and that
these were sent to Sydney and returned by
the company. They tendered their thanks to
the Minister for Industries for the confiden-
ital minutes he had sent them. When we ask
the Minister for Works what he has to say
he merety replies, ‘It is not playing the
game.”’

The Minister for Works: It is not playing
the game.

hHon. P. Collier; Nothing more serious than
that!

Mr. MeCALLUM: Merely that it was not
playing the game. Fancy a Labour Govern-
ment sending confidential minutes to a com-
pany in Sydney, anl supplying one of their
own clients with confidential information of
this nature! The Minister for Works would
have stood up and eried ‘‘ That is not ericket;
it is not fair.”? Why is there this interest on
the part of Ministers, this anxiety to shield
an ex-Attorney General? Why is the Minister
so amooth in his tongne concerning that gen-
tleman? Why does he not attack him as he
would attack any other man? Is there any
veason for his silence? Why, when such
strong action is taken that every honest man
would disapprove of, does the Minister only
say, *¢It is not playing the game?’’t

Hon. P. Collier: And that is all.

Mr. MeCALLUM: Is there any rveason for
this hesitaney?

The Minister for Works: No!

Mr, MeCALLUM: Why is there a different
pttitnde towards this gentleman than there
would be towards any other man whe had
acted in a similar way? Do Ministers look
upon Mr. Robinson as different to my col-
Jeagues here?

The Minister for Works: Certainly not!

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Minister says, ‘It
is not playing the game,’’ when action of this
description took place.

Hon, P, Collier: That is not the action he
would take against us.

Mr. Troy: Why did you not take action
when vou first knew about it?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, MeCALLUM: T Ao not know why Min-
isters adopt this attitude. If they do dis-
approve of what has been done why should
they show any anxiety to shield this ex-Min-
jaster? They throw the responsibility upon
him, but the entire responsibility eannot be
placed upon his shoulders.

The Minister for Works: They pay mare
attention to what T say than to all that may
be aaid outside.

Mr. McCALLUM: T do not know.

The Minister for Works: I do.
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Mr. MeCALLUM: Perhaps the Minister
thinks that the abuse he levelled against
Labour Ministers was of no effeet,
that the ve¢lectors took no notice of it,
and that after all he did not mean
it and that he was merely toying with
them, that when he denounced them
and aecusel them of all the crimes in the
political calendar he did not mean it, but
Teally meant that they were a fine body of
men. Now, if he could have shected home to
them anytbing like this the roof would not
have stayed upon the Chamber. His wrath
would have lifted it clean off. Why is it that
the Minister is so anxious that nothing severe
should be said?

The Minister for Works: I am not anxious.

Mr, MeCALLUM: The whole speech of the
hon, member indicates that it is not playing
the game to send out these confidential
minutes; “*my minutes,’’ as he called them.

Hon, P. Collier: Just that and nothing
more.

Mr, McCALLUM: He knows that they
were senf away, and all he says is that it is
not playing the game. The Premier has
stated that this is the first opportunity he
considered had occurred for him to bring this
matter betore Parliament. T agk the Pre-
mier, if he had employed a managing director,
4o run 2 eompany for him, and that managing
direetor eame down to the shareholders and
presented two successive balance sheets, each
of which omitted all mention of a liability of
£70,000 standing against the eompany, what
would he have said to that managing director?

The Premier: They had no right to claim
anything until now.

Mr. McCALLUM: The liability was there
-all the time. The Premier has come down with
two finaneial statements, and this is the sec-
ond of his Loan Estimates, before mentioning
the matter.

The Premier: I conld not ask the House to
vote the money before it was due.

Mr. MeCALLUM: T do not suggest he
should ask the House to vote it. The least
he econld have dome was to advise the
country that this £70,000 would be falling due
in the future.

The Premier: Tt was not due.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The liability was there,
and the Premier knew of it two years ago.
It is only on the second occasion of his bring-
ing down his Loan Estimates when he ean-
net put it off any longer, that he advises the
people of what has been done.

The Premier: Everything is right. When
the money became duc I asked Parliament
to vote it.

Mr. MceCALLUM: Yes, at the death-
knoek, at the very last moment, when he
could not do otherwise. If he had not made
provision now what would have happened?
The House should have been acquainted at
the very first opportunity when the Pre-
mier's first financial statement was pre-
sented to Parliament. The House should
have been made aware of the matter as soon
as the Premier discovered it.
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The Premier: It could not be done,

Mr. MeCALLTUM: When the Premier was
on this side of the House he ecomplained about
seeret contracts made by the Labour Govera-
ment. He said ‘* How many more are there?’’

The Premier: I have not made any con-
traets; remember that.

Mr., MeCALLUM: This is the sccond
seeret contract within two weeks that we
have been made aware of. There was the
Rurrawang seeret contract which came un-
iler our notice n weck ago,

The I'vemier: What nonsense you talk!

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! T eannot allow
that topiec to bhe discussed.

Mr. MeCALLUM: T am only mentioning
it as another of these-contracts. The infor-
mation was only dragged out of Ministera by
menns of questions. Then we have the fact
that the sale of the ‘* Kangaroo'' eould have
been effeeted amd two other boats purchased
for the money, and that £190,000 was spent
in alterntions, the total running inte about
half a million pounds. When the guestion
was asked by the member for North-East
Fremantle in this Housd the whole thing was

dended. Tt was stated that no offer was
made,

Hon. P, Collier: It was deliberately un-
trie,

Mr, MeCALLTUM: Yes. Who has the most
right to ask how many more seeret contracts
there are; the other side of the Llouse or this
gide?

The Minister for Works: Yon are asking
it.
Mr. MeCALLUM: T am only repeating
what the Premicr said when he wons on this
side of the House,

The Minister for Works:
same reason.

Mr, MeCALLUM: Arve we not right in
putting the same question i¢ this Govern-
ment ¢

The Minister for Works: 1’ut it,

Mr, MeCALLUM: Ts it not pnasing
strange that JMr, Hedges and Mr. Robinson,
the two gentlemen who stand out in the mat-
ter of these contracts. arve relatives.

The Minister for Works: Well,

Me. MeCALLUM: Was it a coincidence?

The Minister for Worka: Yoo might have
heen a relative if you had married into the
family,

Mr, MeCALLUM:
in the contraets.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Minister
must contain himself and wmaintain order.

The Minister for Works: T eannot eontain
mysclf, .- B}

Mr, SPEAKER: The Minister most do
so if he wants 1o remain in the Chamber.

The Minister for Works: T will try to do
80.

Mr, MeCALLUM: If Ministers do hon-
estly, sincerely and thoroughly disagree with
what has been done, and if they are opposed
to the agreement which has been entered
into, how is it that a Cabinet Minister can
get off scot free? Tf an ordinary mem-

But not for the

And T might have been
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ber of a road board overstepped the law and
did anything without proper legal sanction,
he would be held personally respomsible for
what had happened, but not so in the case
of a Cabinet Minister.

The Premier: I hope you are not respon-
sible for all you say.

Mr, McCALLUM: How differently is a
Minister treated! Other Ministers do not
seem to take any notice at all. Sceret con-
clavea are held outside the House, and in-
s{ructions are given as to the vote before any
ease is actually put up in support of the
motion of which notive wus given last week
by the Leader of the Opposition. I bhope the
House will not tolerate the reference of this
matter to a Royal Commission. This
would be merely providing something
soft upon which the Govermment would
fall. The information is all here, and
full particulars have been given to the
House. It is up to the Government to take
the neceéssary action. If the Government
think that the action of any of their Min-
isters is wrong they should ventilate the
matter in the interests of the country. There
is a law in this land under which these
things can be tested and decided. There is
no necessity to set up any other tribunal to
deal with the matter, and eause additional
expense to be incurred. Everyone is in pos-
session of the full faets, and there is no
necessity for any further expense. The law
should be put into metion, in the same way
as it would be in the cnse of & member of
an ordinary road board. I know the Min-
jster for Works has said nothing we do on
this side will have any effeet; the votes are
there and that the whole thing has been de-
eided outside.

The Minister for Works:
that statement.

Mr. BPEAKER: Order! The
takes exception to that remark. -

Mr. McCALLUM: T withdraw it, The
Minister knows that all the talk that can
emanate from this House cannot influence
the vote on the other side.

The Promier: Oh, yves,

Mr, McCALLUM: He knows that instrue-
tions have gone cut, and that a decision was
arrived at before Parlinment met.

The Premier: No instruetions of any
sort were given,

Mr, McCATLUM : Tt was arrived at
hefore the Leader of the Opposition had
spoken. It is our duty, sitting in opposi-
tion, to take what action is open to wns,
to let the people knew all about this
matter and to give them the facts of it.
T hope when the people have an opportunity
they will awaken to the situation and re-
verse the vote they gave in March of this
vear.

I pever made

Minister

My, MONEY {(Bunbury) [858]: I will en-
leavour, in treating with this transaction, to
gshow whether it is deserving of a vote of

“pensure at the hands of the House. It has
heen somowhat diffienlt to follow the varions
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speak.rs, breause many interpretations have
been placed upon the transaetion, Ministers
are not altogether at one.

Ilon. P. Collier: Net quite. There is just
a little differenve between them.

Mr. MONEY: One little thought when this
question of utilising lime for the agrienlturat
districts was brought up some 10 years ago,
that it would give rise to such & discussion
as we have had to-night. The cbject at the
buck of the Special Lease (Lake Clifton)
Bill was to supply the farmers with agricul-
tural lime, Safeguards were ineluded in the
Bill with regard to the quality, the fincness
amd the dryness of the lime. Something was
done in April, 1916, by means of an agree-
ment, and ultimately this agreement appeared
in the Bill that was brought before the House.
The Act was passed at the end of 1016, What
we have to consider is what was done subse.
quent to the passing of the Act, and whether
the action taken came within the four corners
of the authority given by it. TUndoubtedly,
prior to the agreement subsequently entered
into, other agreements werve drafted, and ne-
potiations were going on. But they were all
abandoned, these prior negotiations, these
prior agreements containing 12 or 14 clauses
concerning  which we have heard so much.
XNone of them has aanything whatever to do
withh the agreement entered into on the 19th
Januvary, 1919,

Hon. . Collier: There was a Cabinet de-
cision on the 16th January, and an agreement
was signed on the 20th,

Mr. MONEY: All the talk about previous
negotiations has nothing whatever to do with
the case, ’

Hon. I*. Collier: Like the flowers that bloom
in the gpring!

Mr. MONEY: That agreement entered into
on the 20th Janeary is very simple. It con-
sisty of one clause, which follows the very
Act of Parliament itself. There is nothing
clse—no cxveption, no addition, simply a car-
yying out of the Act in the simplest words
possible, in the very words of the Special
Lease (Lake Clifton) Act, 1916. It was said
that the agreement should have eontained a
¢lause providing for the submission of the
agreement itself to Parliament, That view,
probably, hns arisen in consequence of all
those prior negotiations, those prior draft
agreements which were arranging for a varia-
tion of the nuthority in the Act of Parlia-
ment, There was an intention to deviate the
line to Pinjarra, instead of building it from
Lake Clifton to Warcona; and there were
other variations not provided for in the Act.

.1 think it quite possible that Ministers woure

an engrossed with these draft agreements,
which they had had before them for some
vonsiderable time, and whirh they knew would
riquire the ratification of Parliament, that
ultimately they thought ooy agreement what-
ever woutld require parlinmentary autherity.
But Ministers say, ‘‘Ne, that was not so;
we said the agreement must be in accord-
ance with the letter from the Under Secre-
tury for Landg and in aceordance with the
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Now let us sec what
One of them

minntes of Cabinet.’’
arc the minutes of Cabinef.
says—
The statutory agreement should not be

varied.
What Joes that mean? That the lease in the
Aet of 1916 should not be wvaried. «hat
is the first minute.

Hon. P. Collier: It cannot mean anything
else.

Mr, MONEY: The second minute states—

The Government agrees to purchasc on
the terms set out in the letter of the Un-
der Secretary for Lands of the 31/5/1918
under the authority of paragraph 13 of the
authorised agreement under the autbority
of the Act.

[n view of the prolonged negotiations and
swreliminary agreements, I can quite under-
tand that it was taken for granted that par-
iamentary aunthority was necessary. But there
g nothing in those minutes to warrant such
v belief. When the Leader of the Opposition
vag dealing with this point, I said as much
o him by way of interjection. Now let us
ook at the letter of the Under Secretary for
Lands which is said to govern the transactioa,
md which is further said to impose a neces-
ity for coming to Parliament. The first
aragraph of that letter reads—

In reply to the recent correspondence ad-
dressed by you to the Hon. the Premier
with regard 1o the Lake Clifton agree-
ment, I have the honmour, by direction,
to inform you that the agreement canuot
be varied without the authorlty of Par-
liament.

The effeat of that first paragraph is this: *“1f
ou want fo alter this agreement, which is
Jready in an Act of Parliament, you have
ot to go to Parliament to get it altered.’’
*arliament would be meeting shortly, and a
3ill could be introduced. But I want to draw
articular attention to  the faet that
his first paragraph deals with ameund-
rents. It i3 not a confirming agreo-
nent, it is not an AsBsufing agreement; it
s an amending agreement. I need hardly
ay that if we are amending an Aet of
Yarliament, we are altering it, and not
e-aﬁirming or confirming it. An amend-
ient of an Act of Parliament which did not
lter the Act would not be accepted by the
itanding Orders of the Mouse or by common
cense. The sccond paragraph of the Under
weretary’s letter reads—

The Government is anxious to facilitate
operations, and is willing to submit an
amending Bill to Parliament, provided
that you.and the Government can agree
upon amendments likely to be aecept-
able to the House.

‘here is a suggestion in that paragraph,
“You and we come together and agrec
pou what amendments you want in the
mage which is already authorised by the
wet, and we will snbmit an amending Bill
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to the House'’ But that did not eventu-
ate; thers was no alteration asked for
ultimately, It was decided to abandon all
amendments and all variations, and to
accept the authority which was already
laid dowr in the Act of Parliament, thus
avoiding the necessity of again coming to
Parliament, In the course of discussion it
had been mentioned that it would not
be advisable to approach Parliament again,
Thus there is n clear confirmation of the
decision te keep within the four corners of
the Act already passed by Parliament.
Paragraph 3 of the Unader Secretary’s
letter reads as follows:—

With regard to the proposal that your
compuany should build the line, and that
the Government should take it ovew al
cost in exchange for debenturcs bearing
interest at 51, per cent., the Government
feel that this proposal would not be en-
dorsed unless it had the agsurance thai
work would be in aectual operation, thus
providirg traffiec for the railway, Coun-
sequently it is suggested that you amend
your offer to provide that the railway to
be built by you be taken over by the
Government on the terms you suggest,
after the necessary plant and machinery
for the lime and cement works have bheen
actually ecstablished as a going coneern,
thus securing traffic to the railway.

I want to draw attention to that para-
graph. There is no reference in it to any
amending Bill. This is a provision eman-
ating from the lease itself. The lease
itself says that the railway may be pur-
chased by the Government.

The Premier: After it bas been built.

Mr. MONEY: It does not say so; that is
the point. I was not in the House when
the Act was passed.

Mr. Underwood: The Aet says so.

Mr. MONEY: T do not know quite what
the Act means. [ know what the Act
says, that at any time doring the lease the
Government can purchase the railway. 1
have known people purchase a motor car
before it bas been constructed. Many sales
of motor cars are effected before the con-
stroction of the cars. It is beyond argu-
ment. Motor cars are quoted to be built in
six months' time, and to be delivered in
eight or nine months’ time. There is
nothing in that paragraph referring to any
amending Bill whatever. The paragraph
has reference to the purchase of the rail-
way, which purchase is mentioned in the
lease itself under the Act. Now, what is
the next Daragraph in that wonderful let-
ter?

If this suggestion meets with your ap-
proval, steps can be taken to preparc an
agreement to form the basis of an amend-
ing Eill tv be submitted to Parliament
early in the coming session.
That is the whole letter. AN the para-
graphs of the letter arc entirely separate.
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Paragraph 1 is-on one subject; paragraph
2 is on twu subjects; paragraph 3 is on a
lifferent matter again; paragraph 4 covers
the lot, saying that if it is necessary to
have an amending Bill, the measure can be
prepared to eome hefore the House
promptly. However, that was not neces-
sary because the letter was not aeted
‘upon, because the parties did not come
together for any greater powers, because
they did wnot agree to alter the conditions
of the lease.

Mr, Underwood: They did. The Govern-
meut as much as said, '*We will buy,”’ in-
stead of *We may buy.?’

Mr. Troy: Yes; it is a different matter
altogether.

Mr. MONEY: As admitted, I think, in
this House, the agreement entered into is
to purchase thig railway from Waroona to
Lake Clifton at cost of construction.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Did you ever contem-
plate that it would be purchased?

Mr. MONEY: I do not know,

Mr. O’Loghlen: You must
templated it,

Mr, MONEY: What does the hon. mem-
ber expect? L am not like him, I come to
this Housge, and on the files before it, and
on the information which has been given,
I simply deal with what the transaction
actually is.

Mr. O'Loghlen: But did you imagine
that the railway would be purchased?

Mr. MONEY: T do not imagine. 1 merely
look at the facts.

Mr. Troy: Does the agreement rompel
the Government to purchasef

Mr. MONEY: Undoubtedly it does.

Mr, Troy: But does the lease?

Ay, MOXEY: No; but it gives anthority
to purchase.

Mr. Underwood: The lease mercly says
that ‘fit shall be lawful.”’

Mr, MONEY: ‘It shall be Jawful.’? If
it is lawful, one can do it; if a thing is
not lawtul, onc cannot do it. T now quote
from the Act of Parliament itself—

Provided that at any time during the
currency of this lease—
And I may say that the lease started on
the 1st January, 1919, or earlier—
it shall be lawful for uws to purchase the
said railway at a sum equal to ihe cost
of construcfion less depreciation as deter-
mined by the actual condition of the
line. For the purpese of this provision
the cost of construction and depreciation
shall be fixed by the Engineer-in-Chief
or such other officer as for the time being
shall be in charge of the construction of
Government railways.
‘That is clear. Under that contraet, which
forms part of an Act of Parliament, it is
‘lawful for the Government to purchase.
“That is entirely in accordance with that
-particular paragraph 13, te wlhich reference

have con-
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has been made, and it says that the G
ernment will purchase npon the complet
of the railway and after the railway I
been in operation a matter of six mont
[t does not say that debentures are ab
lutely optative, but that if the Governm
desire tv pay by debentures in place
casl® the vendors will aceepi debentur
That is simply & contract entered into
the very words of the Act of Parliame
‘Chat, for the moment, is the contraet. °
liave been told that another contract w
entered into with regard to freight.
seems imperative, upon the railway bei
taken over by the Government, that
further contract should bhe entered ir
relatively to freight. JIn reference to ti
subject it is stated—

In the ‘event of our purchasing ¢
railway, provision shall be made for t
earriage thereon of lime and cement 1
the lessee at rates not to exceed
current rates for the time being on Ge
ernment railways, and facilities of tram
egual to those existing at the date of -
commencing shall be continued.

The contract of freight is, therefore, impe:
tive; and -1 feel no snrprise whatever ti
while the other contract was poing on, tl
feature was noticed, that to make the otl
eontract complete one must earry out that i
perative ‘‘ghall,’’ as otherwise one might 1
be earrying out in detail the authority ec
tained in the Act, As to the freight itse
T know nothing abont it, do not know wheth
it pays or does not pay. But in referenee
the whole transaction some argument had
be carried ont ander the Aect itself, L da
say it was originally anticipated that t
cement works wonld be at Lake Clifton.
have no -doubt that when the measure w
bhefore Parliament in 1916, it was never a
ticipated that the cement works would
located mear the eity of Perth. Parliame
had no idea of any such thing. Tu faet, n
thing of the kind is mentioned in the Bill .
introduged because it is really for the ea
riage of lime and cement. The vendor of t
cement does not pay the charges on the ra
age of the commodity to Perthy bnt it is tl
purchaser who pays. TUndenbtedly it was a
ticipated that all the lime and all the ¢eme
from these works would be railed from La]
Clifton to where it wag wanted in Westes
Australin.  Subsequent to this contrae
fresh arrangements were made and 1 have 1
doubt that in making the contract with re
erence to freight, it wonld be econsider
whether the works should be at Burswood
at Lake Clifton. T have no doubt that ti
copsideration which weighed in fixing t!
cheaper rate was that if the Jime were man
factured on the spot at Lake Clifton, ti
payments in freight, which would be receive
by the Government if the eement works wei
erected at Burswood, would not go to th
Government. It niay safely be asserted ths
that aspect was taken into consideration i
fixing the freights.
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The Minister for Works: There was a sug-
gestion that the works should be crected else-
where.

Mr. MONEY: At the time, we had expected
that we would have decentralisation, but
again we were disuppointed in that tho
cement works were established in Perth,

Mr. Angelo: You would have had them
elsewhecre if thev could have got the machin-
ery.

Mr, MONEY: In any case, we in the
Bouth-West lost the works. I do not eare who
brings forward a proposition, whether it be
for the establishment of freezing works or
cement works or anything else, it scems that
they can only go fo Perth or the metrapolitan
area.

The Minister for Mines:
XNevanas say about that?

My, MONEY: It might have been meu-
tioned that it wonld have been better had
these works becn erecterd mearer to the source
of their eoal supplies. Iustead of that, all the
coal and all the lime neeessary for the manu-
facture of cement comes to Perth, This is
only oue of the wmany examples we have hil
during the years past. We saw it when it
was suggested that the bunkering trade should
be taken to the port nearest to the coal sup-
plies, but instead of that, coal has to be
hauled through ta Perth at a loss for years
past rather than provide the faeilitics at the
natural port,

Ar. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
ie dealing with a watter outside the diseus-
sion betore the Chamber.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: You could not tell a

What would

‘private company where it was to erect its
works. .
Mr. Troy: In any case, what sort of a

speech is this? What are you aiming at?

Mr. MONEY: I am only dealing with the
facts as I find them. They arc simple. In
referring te the agreement, and the minute
of Cabinet which has so freely been diseussed,
T cannot see that therc s anything in the
minute suggesting that the contract was to
come before Parliament. If we analyse the
letter of the Under Seeretary for Lands,
which has been so frequently mentioned, I
think it will be found that it only vefers to
an amending Bill.

Mr, Underwood: Will you read the first
paragraph?

Mr. MONEY:
abling Bill, it would say so.

Hon. T. Walker: Will you read Mr, Sayer’s
minnte?

Mr. MONEY:
Bin, -

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
with you there. -

Mr. MONEY: I do not know what was in
the minds of Ministers. I imagine they
thought it had to come before Parliament.

Mr. Underwood: Will you read the letter
from the Under Secretary for Landst

Mr. MONEY: If I can clear this matter
up

It refers to an amending

Hear, hegr! I agree

If it referred to an en--

Hon. P, Collier:
too long.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The hon.
ber has already read that letter.

Mr. MONEY;: Certainly. I have, but 1
think I can refer to it again.

Hon. P. Collier: It is only waste time.

Mr. MONEY: The Under Secretary’s let-
ter states in the opening paragraph that
‘‘the agreement cannot be varied without the
authority of Parliament’’

Mr. Underwood: That is sufficient; )uu
need not read any mere.

Mr. MONEY: Tinless we were to vary the
agrecment, it would be a confirming Bill; it
would not be an amending Bill. Regarding
the statements which have been made during
the course of the dcbate, I cannot approve of
the innuendoes which have been Turled
around regarding semeone who is not in this
Houge. In the words of Tgaac Disracli:

¢ Reputation, that false and idle imposition,

obtained

Wltllout nierit aml lost mthout desery-

ing.’ .
Lf a man has not the power to answer im-
putations aguinst him, we should be extra-
ordinarily eareful net to make them. 1t is
not fair; the man is not nere to answer
them. T remember the days when the late
Engineer-in-Chiet, €. Y. O’Connor, was
slated in this House. We look upon that as
one of the greatest shawes in our history, for
he was politieally murdered.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That has nothing
to do, with the motion before the Hounse, I
cannot allow the member to proceed algng
these lines.

Mr, Wilson: Yon do not put G, V. O’Con-
nor in the same category as the other fel-
low?

Mr. MONEY:
judice that exists,

Mr. Troy: We admit they were both en-
gineers. ’

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MONEY: Let us be careful in mak-
ing these innuendoes anit allegations against
a man outside the House. Half the discus-
gion, in my opinion, has been dirceted against
a gentleman not mentioned in the motion at
all.

Do not try; it will take

mem-

That just shows the pre-

Mr. Trov: Who is that?

. MONEY: I have known the Leader
of the Opposition for a long time, and last
night he said that certain letters were signed
by the ex-Attorney General, T am sure that
to-night he would express his regr et at having
made those assertions, -

Mr. Troy: How do you know?

Mr, MONEY: I think I do.

Mr. Troy: Why so?

Mr, MONEY: Let the ho#® member leave
that aspect to his own leader. T trust him
in such a matter, When a serious allegation
is made, and it is not true, it iz just possible
that others may not be true. ILet us there-
fore be careful. I warn this Housc against
accepting statements nguinst others unless
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the persons referred to are present to answer
the allegations. As to the general transaction
covered by the motion, we can beoil it down
to this: The Government of the day in 1919
exercised their right in the interests of tho
SBtate. As I understand the position it was
this: At the time the special Lake Clifton
lease was entered into, Wostern Australia re-
quired a huge amount of cement. We were
sending thousands of pounds out of the
State in order to import cement. It was of
great benefit to Western Australia to have
cement works of our own, and so prevent
that money from goiug outside the State. The
company, 8o it appears to me, were not in a
position to earry out the works, as they had
not the ecapital. The company approached
the Government with a request that they
ghonld build a railway. The Government said
they eould not do so and the eompany put
forward the proposition that if they built the
line, the Government shonld excreise theiv
option to take the railway over six months
after the works had been in operation. TUn-
doubtedly, the negotiations proceeded along
those Yines and it was decided that the Gov-
ernment would purchase the line six months
after operations had been commencedl.

Mr. Willcock: The Ministers say they
knew nothing about it.

Mr. MOXEY: The agreement speaks for
itself. We cannot say what was in the minds
of anyone, but we can go on documentary
evidence. We have it in black and white De-
fore us. This shows that the Govermment
decided to do this.

Mr. Willcock: Ministers say they did not

so decide.

Mr. MOXNEY: Tt was in the intercsts of
the State.

Mr. Willecock: The Minister for Works

said it was net.

Mr. MONEY: T doa not know whether it
was an error of judgment or not. hut if 1
could get the other man’s capital to build a
railway, T would do it every time, beeanse the
State would reap the benefit without expense
to the State. Apparently the great ohstaele
raised in eonnection with this matter, is that
the people’s money was used for the acquisi-
tion of a railwav. I think we ean take it
that had this deat not gone throngh, wc
might not have had the eemant works estal-
lished in Western Auatralia, The mere fact
that those works are established must be of
advantage to the State. Whether the freight
. charged represents a pavable proposition, 1
cannot say, but for many years past eer-
tain material has been earried over the rail-
ways for a farthinx a mile and other es-
sentinls have heen earried for a half-penny
a mile, whereas the company’s eommodity is
carried at th#e-farthings per mliec. By way
of illnstrotion, I «av it wonld be of advant-
gee to the State if another essential in the
shape of gravel, which is reqnired for the
voneds, was alse carried over the railways at
sweh a cheap rate.

Mr. SPEAKER:  Order!
her must keep to the motion,

The hon. mem-
T ecannnt nl-
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low him to continue with so many illustra-
tions.

The Minister for Mines: Did yov say that
you wanted asbestos dewn below?

Mr, MONEY: 1 {o not think we should
worty so much about something that hap-
pened two years ago; what we have to go
upon is what we have in black and white
before us.

Mr., JOHNSTON (Williams-Narrogin)
[9.20]: Had I caught your eye earlier, Mr.
Speaker, I would have gone more fully into
the negotiations between the company and
the Government and matters affecting the
construction and parchase of the rail-
way and the question of freight over
the lime. As the matter has been
thrashed so fully from the Opposition
side of the House, however, T do not
propose at this late hour to cover the
lengthy negotiations in the course of my
brief remarks. I do wish to give reasons
why I as a member of the Country Party in-
tend to vote against the motion which has
been tabled by the Leader of the Opposition.
My reasons are certainly not these that have
been ascribed to us on this oceasion. I am
speanking for myself. As a member of the
Country Party T say it is not becavse we ap-
prove of the cxpenditure of the people’s
money without the authority of Parliament.

Parliamentary control of expenditure is a
prineiple this party stands for, and 1
helieve had this  transaetion been made
public  whilst the Government that con-

tered into the contract were in office, we
wonld have shown them so in no vnmistak-
ablc manner; so, too, had the present Gov-
ernment been the Government reaponsible for
those transactions. Tt is ecrtainly not le-
cause I approve of this railway being built
ahead of those avthorised as far baek as
1914 in defiance of the resolution of Parlia-
ment,  This is a matter about which T feel
very sore, because T know the neeessitivs of
Jarge badies of aettlers in many parts of the
State wlhe have heen awaitine the authorised
railwavs since their guthorisation as long
ago as 1914, We find with amazement that
this company entered into negotintions with
the Government and, in  eonsequence, the
railway has been bailt practically by the
Government, and now the Government have
taken it over; and so the companvy has its
railway, whilst those scttlers who have heen
waiting seven and eight years bave no rail-
way at all and do not know when thev are
to get railwavs.  Mr. Robinson had a desire
to establish a secondary industry giving em-
ployment Yo, perhaps, a couple of hundred
people in the eity,  The exrenditvre of thiv
£70,000 on other railwnys in aceordance with
the expressed desires of Parliament wonlil
prohably have given employment to 2 conple
of thonsand persons in a2 primary induostry.

Hon, W, (. Angwin: There are in the
(abinet four Ministers who built this rail-
way.
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Mr. JOHNSTOXN: But not who committed
the country to it. The country was com-
mitted to it by only two of them, No mem-
ber of this party is involved.

Hon. P. Collier: By a sheer streak of good
luck!

Mr. JOHXSTON: I compare unfavour-
ably the preferential treatment which this
company has received at the hands of the
Government for the establishment of this
secondary industry with the efforts which
another company has made to secure sup-
port from the Government for the assistance
of the industry of wheat growing. For two
or three years has the Grain Elevators Com-
pany been trying to establish bulk handling
in this State,

Mr. SPEAKER: T cannot allow the hon.
member to proceed with that.

Mr. JOHNSTON: At any rate, the eleva-
tors company has not secured any support
from the Government. 1 especially condemn
the expenditure of this £70,000 when I think
that it ecould have been much better ex-
pended on the establishment of the bulk
handling system. I condemn utterly and en-
tirely this agreement for the carriage of
lime at a specially low rate, when I find that
the cheap rate applies only to lime taken
from Lake Clifton to Burswood for the
manufacture of cement, whilst lime taken
from Lake Clifton to the farming districts
has to pay double the freight. 1 econdemn
the Commissioner of Railways for having
gigned such an agreement.

Hen., P. Collier: It was the Government,
not the Commissioner.

Mr., JOHNSTON: At any rate I condemn

the giving of this company exemption from’

incrensed freights for 42 years, whilst all
other freights are being increased almost
annually. To-day the company is paying
only half the freight which other people have

to pay for the ecarriage of lime, except
lime for fertilising; and when I =see
how rapidly freights generally are in-

ereaging, I tremble to think what the dis-
proportion will be at the end of the term of
42 vears. If any freight concession was to
be given, the men who have been bearing the
burden of epening up the back blocks were
entitled to it before this wealthy Sydney cor-
roration which has managed to enlist the symi-
pathy of so many influential gentlemen in
the Government. Above all do I resent the
repeated statements of the member for Sonth
Fremantle (Mr. Me¢Callum) that we in this
party are voting for the Government beecause
we are not free to do otherwise, The hon.
member knows better. He knows the plat-
form, not only of his own party, but of every
other political party; and he knows that
when the WNationalist movement was
formed it - was gspecially laid down that
every member should have complete freedom
of politieal action. The Country Party have
always had complete freedom of politieal ae-
tion except, as in the ease of the hon. mem-
ber’s own party, in matters affecting the
party platform. When the party meets
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together to decide the best way in which
its platform cap be earried into operation
its decisions are binding, The fate of
the Government does not come into considera-
tion in the platform of the party. Unless it
is a question concerning some plank of that
platform, every member has complete free-
dom of policital action.

Mr, MeCallum: Were you at the caucus
nmeeting yesterday? .

Mr, JOHNSTON: I was at a meeting, and
1 want to say—-1 am sorry the Premier did
not say it—that the report in the °*West
Australian’’ of that meeting is certainly un-
true. | am not at liberty to say anything
more, but [ camnot sit quiet and hear it
stated that the report referred to was correct
in detail,

Mr. Me('allum:
black sheep.

Mr, JOHNSTOXN: I want to emphasise
again that T aml other members of the party
have always elaimed frecdom of political ae-
tion. These eharges made n the House that
memkbers are coerced constitute ome of the
factors which bring Parliament low in the
eyes of the people. I am not supporting the
Government in this matter for the reasons
suggested by the remarks of the Leader of
the Country Party, namely, that somebody else
did something of a similar nature in years
gone by. That reason does not appeal to me.
1 am supporting the Government in this be-
cause the Country Party and the Nationalists
are in coalition with Sir .JJames Mitehell and
the party supporting him. The agreement
between us has nof been running very long.
It was only entered into or renewed immedi-
ately after the last general election. I1f eyer
the time should ¢ome when the members of
the Country Party arc not satisfied with the
Administration, they have under their own
ecustitution an honourable and proper method
of withdrawing from it. 1 Jo not suggest
that such a thing is likely to oeceur
immediately, bnt if ever we should desire
to take that action, it will be on our own
initiative, and not at the suggestion or
command of the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr, MceCallum: What about Monger? He
is the man who would tell you what to do.

Mr. JOHXSTON: He would not tell us
what to do, any more than was he the man
who told us to enter into it, TIn fact, the
original coalition between the Country Party
and the Nationalists was entered into by the
Country Party at a titme when Parliament
was not sitting, and when they had to take
the responsibility on their own shoulders.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 am afraid that has
nothing to do with the question before the
House.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The reason why I am
supporting the Government in this is that we
are in an honourable alliance with the Min-
istry, and that we have three members in
the QGovernment, none of whom is in any
way associated with this contraect. It is
not likely that I or other members on these

They say you were the
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cross benches would turn out those three
Ministers for an action taken hefore they
entered the Ministry.

Hon, P, Collier: Are you not concernel
about the other Ministers?

Mre, JOHXNSTON: I take it that is a ques-
tion to be considered later; There may be
a reconstruction. Apart from this Lake
Cliften affair, [ have found the Minister for
Works to be onwe of the best administrators
jn the Cabinet. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion wants us of the Country Party to turn
ont of office three Country Party members
for something done before they entered the
Government.

Hon. P. Coliier: What about the first part
of the motion, which ccusures only the two
Ministers responsible? Can you not sup-
port that.

Mr, JOHNSTOXN: The hon. member knows
what would follow, under the Cabinet system,

Hon. T. Walker: If your three good men
are assoeiated with two bad men, what then?

My, JOHNSTOXN: I remind the Leader of
the Opposition of the Biblical history of
Sodom and Gomorrah. There was a city of
wmany thousands of people, and Providence
ordained that if seven good men were found
in that city, all should be saved. Here we
have a Government, three members of whom
have not beer attacked at all. Yet we are
asked to ¢condemn all.

1lon. T, Walker: That is the worst thing
ever said about the Government-—to compare
it to Sodom and Gomorrah.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Even the Leader of the
Opposition has not thought to put any serions
blume on the Premier in this matter; yet in
face of that he asks us to turn down our col-
leagues in the Goverament.

Hon. P. Collirr: Will you not even come
half-way?

Mr, JOHNSTON: I do not propose to do
80. But the reason which actuates me as
ene of a solid party—if we are solid—behind
the Government is because we are in this
coalition, and while it lasts—I do not know
how long that will be—it will certainly he
loyally observed from these cross henches.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. TROY (AMMt. Magoet) [9.45]: I do
not propose to discuss whether the agree-
ment means that the Government must
purchase this railway or not. It i gener-
ally admitted that the Government must
purcbase the railway. The agreement has
been signed with Cabinet authority and
the QGovernment must purchase the railway.
My complaint is that the purchase of the
railway and the agreement entered into
with regard to freights is a very bad thing
indeed for the country. I intend io vote
for the motion, because of the fact that
the members who comprised the then Gov-
ernment and who are members of the
present Government betrayed the best in-
terents of the people of this State, inasmuch
as one of them comsented to the agrecment
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and has admitted that he signed the agree-
ment without knewing its purport, and the
other Minister carried out the terms of the
agreement knowing that the country had
been betrayed. Ministers have said that
they intended, when the agreement was
approved by Cabivet, that the railway
would not be purchased, except with the
consent of Parliament. Yet throughout all
the correspondence which took plice,
throughout all the negotiations and
throughout all the interviews, it is signifi-
cant that the company laid down ome
principle and that was that the Govern-
ment must purchase the railway without
the comsent of Parliament. Ia it possible
that the Ministers negotiating in this busi-
ness for six months were unaware of the
company’s decision in that matter? When
Mr. Lefroy was in Sydney—I think Mr.
Gardiver was with him—Mr, Oakden, the
general manager of the cement company,
interviewed them and pointed out that the
company were unwilling to go on with the
work, unless the Government would pur-
chase the railway without the consent of
Parliament. Mr. Oakden states that the
Premiet and other Ministers held that it
would be highly objectionable to submit
the agreement to Parliament. Right
through the whole of the correspondence
on the file, one finds that vital principle
emphatically laid down by the company,
that the railway must be purchased by the
Government without the consent of Parlia-
ment. Yet we are uasked by the Minister
for \Works to believe that he, a Minister in
this Cabinet, and that Mr, Colebatch, a
Minister i another place, knew nothing
about this vital principle.

. The Minister for Works: That is not said
at ail

Mr, TROY: It is said.

The Minister for Works: It is mnot.

Mr. TROY : The Minister for Works
stated that when Cabinet accepted the
agrecment, they agreed that, if the railway
was purchased, it must be with the consent
of Parliament,.

The Minieter for Works: That is so.

Mr, TROY : The Minister knows veéry
well that, throughout the whole of the file,
the one question of difference which stands
out and which was repeatedly discussed
was that the company would not go on
noless the Government purchased the rail-
way without the comsent of Parliament.

The Minister for Works: We did not
deviate from the intention.

Mr. TROY: The agreement shows that
the intention was deviated from inasmuch
as the QGovernment have now to find
£70,000 for the purchase of the railway. If
the Alinister for Works and Mr. Colebatch
had in view the fact that no agreement
aliould be made unless the question of the
purchasxe was to he referred to Parliament,
why did not Mr. Colebateh, who was aware
of all this confliet of opinion and who must
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ave beer aware of the whole of the
egotiations, scan that little agreement of
ne clanse and make sure?  That was the
ne vital question and yet Mr. Colebatch
ells us he signed the agreemeat of ove
ttle clanse and did not know what he had
igned.

The Minister for Works:
ertificate of his own officers.

Mr. TROY: He had the certificate of the
ittorney General, but he knew perfectly
rell it was mnot his business to sign the
greement without knowing the facts, If
& had read the agreement, he could have
een that that which the Minister states
hould have been provided was not pro-
dded in the agreement. We are told that
Ar. Colcbatch must escape, that he is noi
esponsible, that he is a man with no sense,
rith mo understanding, with no intelligence
r sense of responsibility.

The Minister for Works: Not at all.

Mr, TROY: What else arc we asked to
elieve?  Members on the Government side
e asked to vote for the retention of Mr.
Jolebatch in {he Ministry on the ground
hat he is a stupid man and not respousible
‘or his actions. Mr. Colebatch has hbeen
he cause of repeated blumders in adminis-

He had the

ration, This is not the first time he has
ain low. This is not the first blunder he
ias made. What has happened is that the

’remier has kept this matter dark, and his
Vinisters have kept this wmatter dark for
wo long years. Why! Becanse Mr. (ole-
»ateh, their associate and  colleague, is
nized up in the business. The strong
‘riendship existing between the Premier and
Mr. Colehateh is well known. Tt is well
mown that Mr. Colebatch’s record is one
mecession of great blunders. Yet the Pre-
nier, from a sense of loyalty to his colleague,
1as kept this matter dark, because to divalge
it would have meant that Mr. Colebatch
would have been thrust out of the Ministry.
We are asked to say that a Minister, who in
the absence of his colleagne was acting Pre-
mier, had no seuse of responsibility in a mat-
ter of this character, and must escape, either
beeause he had not time or was too lazy or
too indifferent to scan the agreement which
means so moch to the State and which will
cost the State £70,000 for the building of the
railway and £270,006 by way of railway
freights. In spite of this, Mr. Colebatch must
remain in the Ministry. If ever there was any
occasion in the history of a country when a
Minister should not remain in the Geverament,
that occazion is the present, That is why I
support the motion. No member on the Gov-
ernment side of the House can controvert my
statement. No one can justify Mr. Cole-
bateh’s laziness or irresponsibility.

Mr, Teesdale: He was too busy, I suppose.

Mr, TROY: It Ministers go round the coun-
try attending zoological conferences in Ade-
laide, bowling towrmaments in -Hobart, and
AM.P. meetings in Sydney, and then scek
to excuse themselves on the ground that they
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have net the time to attend to the businesg
of their officc, they shoull cease to hold
office. This eountry cannot afford to pay
Ministers like that, and 1 for one refuse to
accept that exense. My, Colebateh was aect-
ing Premier, awd he failed in his duty in re-
lation to a vital matter and should be turned
out of office. The Minister for Works tells
us that he himelf is absolutely clean in the
matter, that he had ro part in it, and that
as a result he cannot be blamed for what
occurred. He takes refuge behind the state-
ment that the Attorney General did not play
the game, a very mild statement. In the eor-
ridors he has been ramping about what he
will do to Robinson., Why does he not ramp
in this Houge about what he will do to Reob-
insond .

The Minister for Works: That is a state-
ment which is not true. _

Mr. TROY: T will leave members to judge
whether it is true or otherwise. Members
know for a faet that the Mlinister has ex-
pressed the greatest indignation regarding
Mr. Robinson’s aetion.

The Minister for Works: Even if [ did,
vyou have no right to rafer to it here.

Mr. TROY: It is no seeret. The Minister
was going to chew him up and play the very
dickens to show his resentment, but when he
speaks in this House, the only thing he says
i3 ‘'Robinson did not play the game.’’

The Minister for Works: I assume you
were hiding behind some cormer when I was
apeaking privately.

Mr. TROY: That is a peculiar virtue of
the Minister himself. ILet me show where the
Minister stands. It is of no use the Min-
ister squirming; he must take his gruel. The
Minister stated last night that the Govern-
ment did not bunild the railway. This has
been rightly characterised hy the Leader of
the National Labour Party as a subterfuge.

Hon. P. Collier: You mean the independent
leading the National Labour Party,

Mr. TROY: He said it was a subterfuge
and that the Government did build the line.
The Minister for Works said ‘T wag not re-
sponsible; I did met build it.’’ T asked by
way of interjection ‘‘Who was the Minister
who anthorised the construction of the line?’’
And the Minister for Works replied **I do not
know.

The Minister for Works: You agked me
who was the Minigter aeting while I was
away, and I said I did not know.

Mr. TROY: In the absence of the Minister
for Works, there was an acting Minister,
and the Minister for Works would have us
believe that he does not know who that was,

Mr, Willeock: And he was away three or
four months.

Mr, TROY: The Minister for Works does
vot know whe was acting in his absence. Yet
he poses as a great man of affairs, a man
who has his finger on this, that and the other
thing. .

The Minister for Works: I know a gentle-
wan when I see him,
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Mr. TROY: We do pot want to discuss

that. The Minister may know a gentleman,
bot he does not remember a patent fact as
to who acted as his locum tenens during his
absence from the State. That is the weakest
statement I have ever heard.” The Minister
was away for four months and the department
was administered by some other Minister and
yet he doca not know who it was. Well, the
Minister for Works ean tell that to some-
one else; it i3 wvseless for him to tell it to
~ug. The Minister said last mnight that Muv,
Robinson did not play the game. Let us see
what Mr. Robinson had to say in the eoufse
of his statement published in the Press this
morning. Mr. Robinson stated that the Cab-
inet, of which the present Minister for Works
was a men ber and of which . Mr, Colebatch
was a member, approved of the agreement on
the uonderstanding and with the knowledge
that the Government must purchase the rail-
way. In other words Mr. Robinson says,
“You are all in it.’’ Yet the Minister for
Works last night said *‘I am not in it; 1
have been betraved by my colleague.’’

The Minister for Works: That is not a
fair statement of my apeech and you know it.

My, TROY: Mr. Robinsom says in effect
““They are all in it; they were all parties to
it.'” He sajid they agreed without demur.

The Minister for Works: We coneurred in
the Cabinet minute and no movre.

Mr. TROY: Mr. Robinson says they were
all in the business, and all the Minister for
Works can say is “‘Robinson did not play
the game.’’ Yet in this morning’s paper
Mr. Robinson rams his statement down the
Minister’s throat.

The Minister for Works: No, he does not

My, TROY: For two years the Minister
for Works knew of this contract and kmew
that the Government were committed to this
expenditure. He is full of resentment re-
garding Mr. Robinson. Mr. Robinson has not
played the game. AMMr. Robinson has betrayed
them, Mr., Robinson has entered into an
agreement contrary to what they decided.
This iz what he would have us believe, and
yet for two years he sat in the same Cabinet
with Mr. Robinson and never said a word
about it.

The Minister for Works: That is a matter
for the Premier.

Mr. TROY: The Minister for Works is
one of those who is always talking about his
integrity and his honour and his associates.

The Minister for Works: T would not have
yon for an associate.

Mr, TROY: I wounld never ask the Mlinis-
ter. The Minister did not get me anyhow. 1
do not care what he zays about me. I am
giving my views fairly concerning him, as 1
am entitled to Jdo. The Minister sat in Cab-
inet with Mr. Rebinton. He sat with him as
a collearue for two lonz years and he knew
all the time that Mr. Robinson hasd betrayed
his trust.

The Minister for Works;

Mr. TROY:

That is not true
The Minister says he knew,
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The Minister for Works:
said is not true.

M. TROY: He says he koew, but all the
he says about it is that he is not playin
the game.

The Minister for Works: T say that you
statement about heing his colleague for tw
vears is untrue,

Mr. TROY: The Minister has no busine:
to say that my statement is not true, I wi
let that pass. I do not care what he says.

The Minister for Works: T kuow yon d
not.

Afr. TROY: .Mr. Robinson sat as his eo
league, and yet he was never exposed £
an action which is the worst action that h:
ever becn perpetrated in this country.

The Minister for Works: Your stateme
is not troe.

Mr. TROY: I will give the Minister som
thing else to po on with,

The Minister for Works: Do.

Mr. TROY: I will give another reasc
why this motion should be voted for anm
why the Government should not exist ar
longer, The Premier states he is not respo:
sible either, and yet for two years he hi
known of this transaetion, that Mr., Robinsc
the Attorney General, had betrayed the eou
try and his own volleagues. But the Premi
has not said a word about it. Only la
Mareh a general cleetion was comducted
this eountry, Mr, Robinson, the gentlem:
they knew hail betrayed them, the man wl
had committed the action they now eondem
and who was untruc to his oath, was tl
Nationnlist eandidate for Canning. The Geo
arnment did not sav, ‘“Do not return th
man; he is not clean’’; they endorsed his ea
didature and desired to see him returned
Partiament. He would have been return
but for the opposition from this side of
House,. He was a supporter of their part
an associate of theirs and their candidate, n¢
withstanding that they knew all these thin,
rezarding him. That is my objection to t
Minister any longer ocrupying the positi
he does. Tf he was the lilv-white dove he h
toldl us he is, he could never have stood
that is, if I am to judge from the statemen
he made when on this side of this House, I
could never have sat with a man for as 1o
as he did, belicving that he lad betray:
the Cabinet of which he was a member.

The Minister for Works: He was ocut .
Cabinet five months afterwards. Your stai
ment about two vears is untrue,

Mr. TROY: THe had full knowleidge
what Mr. Robinson had done, and yet t
veople were not told thal he was a wman w
ought not to be returned to Parliament,
read very earefully Mr. Robinson’s explan
tion in this morning's paper, T do not wi
ta blame Mr, Robinson unduly. T want
hear his views of the case. T make this stai
ment in answer to the special pleading
the member for Bunbury (Mr, Monev). Th
hion. member said we ought not to judge t
man. He has been the most censured m
outside the House. T judge Mr. Robins

What you hav
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upon the statement he made in this morn-
ing’s paper. He says the whole Ministry
was guilty, that they knew as well as he did.
The Ministry say, ‘‘ He betrayed wa,'' Al
Robivson says ¢ The eondition that the pur-
ehase should not be submitted to Parliament
was well known to members of the Minis-
try.'’ There has been no deunial of that state-
ment to-might. Of what is Mr. Robinson
guilty that he is not eatitled to be an as-
sociate of members on that side of the House,
if they are ay clean as they have told us
they are? What would the Minister for
Works have done if an officer of his depart-
ment had extracted from the files the minutes
that were extracted hy Mr. Robinson and sent
to the company? He would have suspended
him immediately and cither sacked or pro-
secuted him, What would the Minister have
dene with the Engineer-in-Chief?

The Minister for Works: I know what 1
would do with you.

CAfr. TROY: What would I have done jt

the Engineer-in-Chief or the Under Srevetary |

for Public Works had extraeted the minntes
whieh were extracted by Mr. Robinson and
given to the company to form a claim against
the Governwent? He would have Leen filled
with indigration and would have suspended
the officer and summarily dismissed him. But
he says nothing about it when Mr. Robinsen
is concrrned.  And yet he tells us the Gov-
ernment are elean, above-board, and fair,
and that there is no seerecy about the mat-
ter. How can he say that in view of the
facts? Mr. Robinson was not an ordinary
officer of the departinent. lie was Attorney
General of the State, sworn into the Minis.
try to protcet the best interests of the State.
Mr. Robinson violated his sacred oath, so
we are told by the Government, and he be-
trayed them, and yet they wonld@ still be
sitting with him and he would still be their
colleague if he had not been defeafed at the
last eleetion. They tell us there was no rea-
son for any secreey.

Hon. P. Collier: Now he is out.

Mr. TROY: Now he ig out it is a ques-
tion of ‘*Save ourselves.’” Ar. Robinson
sava “*You ave all guilty,”’ and they savw,
““Wo are not guilty; only vou.”” But they
sat with him for two long years.

The Minister for Works: We @id not do

Mr. TROY: They would have sat with
him to-day had he beenm here and the faets
not been made public, and the Government
had not come down and asked for the money.

The Minister for Works: He was out of
Cabinet five months afterwards.

Hon. P. Colliecr: He was one of vour
party and one of your colleagues.

Mr. TROY: The member for Bunbury
savs we must not judge Mr. Robinson, and
quoted from some authority in sunpert of his
statement. Mr. Robinson in to-day’s paper
has not offered one word of explanation re-
garding the vital question of the extraction
of minutes from the file, that he stole them,
that he was a commeon thief. He has never

q0.
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explained that matter. He merely says, ‘‘Of
course- it was common knowledge that the
minutes sheuld be read as part of the agree-
ment,’”  Te has said nothing about the
aecusation that he extracted the minutes and
gave them to the ecompany. He has eleverly
passed over that vital fact and has not ex-
plained why he took them. I prefer to judge
him on the statement he made in this morn-
ing’s paper. The matter has been thrashed
out thoroughly. I do not blame members
oppmitc in a personal way for the direction
in which they intend to vote. It means per-
sonal salvation te them. It they vote againsf
the Government and a genmeral clection came
on te-morrow they know that they counld not
face this transaction, and they dare not act
otherwise. Tt is a peeuliar frailty in humans
nature that people are not prepared to face
immediate results. They need not think this
will be forgotten. No one can deny that this
is the worst transaction that has ever oe-
eurred in the country. Whether it is now or
later, the people will be told about it, and
informed as to who are the guilty partics in
this matter.

The Minister for Works: They will not
take you at your valuation anyhow.

Mr. TROY: Members on the cross- bencheq
have said they would not put the Government
ont, that the Country Party is not respons-
ible. They relieve themselves of all respons-
ihility on eovery occasion. They are real
ecowards when it comes to a gunestion of re-
spronsibility. They pretend they are mot in-
terested in the matter.

Mr. Harrison: Nonsense!

Mr. TROY: The Government who trans-
acted this busginess consisted of+ their own
selected representitives. The Country Party,
in conjunetion with all the other parties sit-
ting opposite, met upstairs and made Sir
Henry Lefroy their leader.

Hon. P, Collier: And they had two honor-
ary Ministers,

Mr. TROY: They made Mr. Robinson
their Attorney General. They had two mem-
bers in the Ministry. The Ministry could
not have sorvived for one day but for them,
and yet they say thewpare not coneerned in
the matter. T can understand their eoward-
ice, because they are not game to put out
the Ministry. TIn the person of the leader
of that party the Government have a humble
camp follower. He spoke as one might have
expected he would speak. Tn the old days a
number of people, the rag tag and bobtail,
followed the army to battle but never did
any fighting, though they did all the plunder-
ing and all the dirty work. T am afraid
there is a party in this House which is com-
posed of people who are the camp followers
of the present Government. I am not sur-
prised that this has happened, T have
noticed in the House during the last three
or four years that there has been econsider-
able activity amongst members opposite, par-
ticalarly the professional element, for the
interests of their eclients when thoge interests
are being diseussed here.  Their interests
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have not been fur their electors. 1 remember
a& Bill being Lrought down that provided for
the limitation of pastoral leases. I remem-
ler, too, the activity of the then Attorney
General, Mr. Robinson, He dil not repre-
sent the pastoralists, but he represented the
penple of Canning on that occasion. He told
this Heuse that a certain clause meant a
verthin thing. He said, "My interpretation
ix that under that clause the areas ean be
limited.'! I pointed out that this was not
so. He misled the House, and six months
later the House knew that it had been mis-
led. When lawyers cnter Parliament in the
Nattonal interest their activities are apt
ta be on the side of their clients and not on
the side of the State. Tt is not remarkable
«that to-day we have this corruption, XNation-
alism in Australin is synonymons with rob-
bery and corruption. Nationalism was ere-
atedd out of a bogus patriotism. The
Nationalists were men who waved flags and
sang the National Anthem, They came in on
the tidal wave of Nationalism, and they were
thrown up on the shore as the flotsam and
jetsam of the community. There are men in
Parliament to-day who, on their personal
record, should mnever have heen placed
there. The same thing has occurred in the
Eastern States. The people of Australia
arc merely getting the resnlts of that wave
of mnationalism. They are reaping the
harvest of the years that have gome. I
have a certain gmount of sympathy for
members opposite. They are placed in an
invidious position through men of that
character. But my aympathy does mnot
justify me in keeping them in office. The
Government is made unp of members like
Mr. Colebateh, who Las signally failed
towards this couniry, The Cabinet has &
man like the Premier, whom T respect as a
man, and like the Minister for Works, con-
cerning whom I have no objection, although
he has said hard things about me to-night.
Members on the eross benches are not justi-
fied in keeping them in office, because they
have kept secret for two yeara a transac-
tion which wili cost the country £70,000
for 2 railway andy £270,000 in railway
freights. During the whole time they have
been in office they have sheltered a man
whom in the interests of the eountry, they
should have demounced.

Mr. MULLANY (Menzies) [10.15]: T am
opposing the motion of the Leader of the
Qppoesition,

AMr. O’Loghlen: We expect that.

Mr. MULLANY: Of course, I am not con-
cerned with what hus been said by the member
for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Troy), who is going
outside, which iz the best place for him.

My, Troy: I amn not afraid of meeting the
hon. member, either inside or outside.

Mr. MULLANY: T want to =ay, and T
have a perfect right to say it, that I shall
porsibly he breught to book for the npinions
T am gbout to express. When the interjector
sayy that he expects T will oppese the motion,
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I suy that that is his own business, and that
if he goes outside, it is the best place for him.
He has a habit of coming here and making at-
tacks, and then going outside. He has done
that again to-ngiht, I have finished with him
oW,

Mr, Willeock: The hon. member is quite
wrong.

Mr, MULLAXNY: The interjection coming
from that hon. member

Mr. Willeock: From swhich
did it come?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MULLANY: I want to go on with the
subject of the motion.

Mr. Willeock: Let ns understand the posi-
tion, Mr, Deputy Speaker. The hon. mem-
ber does not know what he is talking about,

Mr, MULLANY: I usually do,

My, Willcock: Whoe made that interjeetion?

My, MULLANTY: The motion may be de-
seribed as double-barrelled, inasmuch as 1t
suys—

That in the opinion of this House the
Ministers in the present Government who
participated in the formation and comple-
tion of the contract to build and purchase
the Waroona-Lake Clifton railway without
the authority of Parliament, and in defiance
of a resolution passed by the Assembly
as to the order of building railway lines in
the State, are deserving of the utmost cen-
sure; and that the Government who have
known all the facis in connection with the
said contraet and withheld them from the
knowledge of the House and the people
have forfeited the confidence of the Assem-
bly.

I take the second portion of that motion to be
the more important, T hold that the present Pre-
mier has done all that he could have reas-
onably been expected to do in connection with
the whole transaction, Though hon. members
say here that he should have made the matter
public immediately, they knew perfeetly well
that the Premier could not have taken any
other attitude than that which he did adopt.
The whole matter has been thrashed ocut on
hath sides of the House from the basis of the
files, and I think it superfluous to traverse
that ground again. I do hold, however, that
the Premier would not have bheen acting
rightly if he had made this comtract public
earlier ‘than he did. The Leader of the Op-
position, in launching his indictment against
the Government, said at the very outset that
ay regards the contract entered into by the
Goverument sowe years ago to purchase the
Lake Clfiton railway under certain condi-
tions, Ministers hal acted quite within their
legal rights. In moving his want of confi-
dence motion last mnight, the Leader of the
Opposition made that very definite statement.
T believe every member of this Chamber fully
recognises that such i the case.

AMr, Willcock: But not that the confract
was within the moral rights of the Govern-
ment,

Mr. MULLANY: T shall discuss moral
rights presently. However, no member of the

lioh. member
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Opposition is prepared to argue against the
proposition that the contract catered into
by the Lefroy Government was quite within
their legal rights.

Hon. P. Collier: That has never been called
in question.

Mr, MULLANY: And yet the motion de-
clares that because Ministers aeted within
their legal rights, they are open to censure,
I shall deal with the moral aspect presently.
At present I am quoting what was said by
the Leader of the Opposition himself, in mov-
ing the motion; and he will not deny his
words, I know. I am not satisfied, however,
that all the members of the Government as
then constituted acted as they ocught to have
acted in the interests of the State of Western
Australia. The point as to the legal rights
of the Government is most important. The
whole disecussion now must hinge upon that
point. What does the statement of the
Leader of the Opposition amount to, consid-
¢red in the light of this ‘motion? That we
are to censure Ministers for doing something
which they had no moral right to do. But
let me make the point right here that if the
Goverment acted within their legal rights at
the time, as I believe they did, then Parlia-
ment is to blame for having passed the Lake
Clifton measure in a form which gave any
Government the power to make a legal con-
tract such as this. Undoubtedly the Govern-
ment had a legal right to do what they did.
The wmuchk discussed paragraph 13 clearly
shows that. It says—

Provided that at any tima dnring the
currency of this lease it shall be lawful
for Us, our Heirs and Successors, to pur-
chase the said railway at a sum equal to
the cost of construction less depreciation
as determined by the condition of the line,
For the purpose of this provision the cost
of construction and such depreciation shall
be fixed by the Engineer-in-Chief or such
other officer as for the time being shail
be in charge of the consiruction of Gov-
ernment railways.

Parliament, with its eyes open, made that
contract. There is nothing in that contract
to say that the Government shall consult
Parliament as to whether they should pur-
chase the railway on construction cost or not.
If wrong has been done, Parliament, and not
only the Government, must bear a share of
the blame for having enacted the measvra
referring to the Lake Clifton railway. et
me point out also that since then Parliament
has passed, in the year 1920, an Act giving
the right to eertain people to construet a
raliway from Meekatharra to Horseshoe be-
yond Peak Hill. In that Act exactly the
same provisions are included as in the Lake
Clifton measure.” I will read those provi-
Sions— :

The lease is granted subject to the eon-
dition that it sball be lawful for the Gov-
emor——

That is very explicit; ‘‘Governor’’ is not
Parliament—

at any time during the term thercof to
purchase the railway at a sam to be deter-
mined by the Engincer-in-Chief or such
officer as for the time being shall be in
charge of the construction of Goverument
railways, such sum not to exceed the cost
of construction less dopreciation.
Thus Parliament, even after the Lake Clif-
tor measure had been passed, gave the Gov-
ernor, which means the BExecutive Couneil,
power at any time to purchase the NMeeka-
tharra-Horseshes railway,

Hon. T. Walker: Subject to the laws.
‘‘“Governor’’ means ‘‘Government,’’ and
‘‘Government’’ means all the agency of the
State. :

Mr, MULLANY: ‘‘The Governor’’ means
the Executive Couneil, as no ene knows better
than the member for EKanowna.

Mr. Lambert: We want to know whether
the Government will exercise the power to
purchase.

Mr. MULLAKNY: Y am speaking seriously,
Just now, and I say that no member of this
Chamber krows better than does the member
for Kanowna that the word ‘‘Governoer’’
meany the Exeantive Couneil without any ap-
peal to Parliament at all.

Hon. T. Walker: But with the authority
of Parliament, and with proper responsibility
to Parliament.

Mr, MULLANY:" Certainly with responsi-
bility to Parliament, when they come to Par-
liament to ask for an appropriation of funds.
But that is all. No member of this Chamber
knows better than the member for Kanowna
that the wording of the lease in connection
with the Lake Clifton railway means that the
Government ¢Ff the day have power to pur-
chage’ the railway without reference to Par-
liament.

Hon. T. Walker: Have you ever known a
ease where a Government have bought a rail-
way without parliamentary authority?

Mr. MULLANY: I repeat that the Lake

" Clifton measure gives absolute power to the

Executive Council of the day to purchase the
Lake Clifton railway if they so desire,

Hon., T. Walker; The Executive Council,
uging the legislative power.

Mr. MULLANY: The member for Ean-
owna cannot dispute that proposition. He
knows perfeetly well that that power is given
there. He will not definitely say “‘No’’ to
the proposition. *

Hon. T. WALKER: I do say ‘“No?’’ to it
in the way you put it, o

Mr, MULLANY: Let the hon. memher put
it in his own way. T ask him whether the
wording of that section in the Meekatharra-
Horseshoe measure does not give to the Ex-
ecutive Council, the Government of the day,
the right to purchase the Meekatharra-Horse-
shoe railway on construction if they so de-
sire? There is no provision that Parliament
must be consultel,

Hon. T. Walker: That is implied.



23566

Mr. MULLAXY: We ean imply if we like,
The Leader of the Opposition sail definitely
in his opening remarks

Hon. P. Collier: You have told us that
twenty times,

Mr, MULLANY: I am.going on to the
noral aspeet presently,

Mr. Willeocrk: Meantime you are hanging
en the legal rights.

Hon. T. Walker: There has been illegality
in this transaction.

Mr. MULLANY: On the legal rights I
have questioned the member for Kanowna, as
a leading legal light of this State. 1 have
asked him to say yes or uo, whether I am
right or wrong; but he has failed to do so.
8o mueh for the legul rights. As I have pre-
viously stated, I am opposing the motion, and
I am not going to traverse the filess. Buot T
think it is quite permissible to traverse the
speeches made on hoth sides of the House
during the debate. T was indeed surprised to
hear ecertain remarks of the member for
North-East Fremantle (Hon. W, C. Angwin),
who 1 regret is not in his seat just now.
When he rose to speak on the motion, he set
out definitely as an advoeate for the company,
criticising the argnment put up by the mem-
ber for DPilbara (Mr. Underwood), which
argument threw some doubt upon whether the
Portland Cement Company hal fulfilled the
terma of the agreemtent under which Cabinet
deeided to purchgse the railway. The wem-
ber for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) said he hagd
been informed—and we know it is common
property about the eity—that the Portland
Cement Comy any were not drawing their lime
supplies from Lake Clifton, but were securing
lime from Gingin to Dongarra, and conveying
it to their works at Burswood for the manu-
faeture of cement. The member for Pilbara
raised the point as to whether the company
could legally claim this amount from the Gov-
ernment under the terms of the agreement
signed by the then acting Premier, Mr. Cole-
batch. This is explicit in the agreement—

It is agreed that when the sail com- -

pany's works at Lake Clifton and its

cement works at Burswood Tsland, ineluding

all neeessary plant and machinery, have
been erected, and the said works established

to the satisfaction of the Government as a

going concern, thns sceuring traffic for the

railway eonstructed under the said lease,
and the said works have been in operation
for six months, the Government will pur-
chase the railway on the terms set forth in

the said Icase. . . .

Is it not a matter for thea Hounse to seriously
consider, seeing that it is admitted that the
company are hringing lime from the Midland
centres to Burswood Island, whether or not
they have broken their agreement!

Hon. T. Walker: No. They werc never
bound down not to supply lime from else-
where. .

Mr. MULLANY: It was on the assump-
tion that these people were to work the Lake
Clifton deposits aml bring the lime to the
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cement works at Burswood that the agree-
ment was entered into.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: But the member for
Pilbara said there was salt in the lime,

Mr. MULLAXNY: That does mot matter.
The company was to provide trafie for the
railway.

Hon, W. C, Angwin:
done what

Mr. MULLANY: I know the hon. mem-
ber is an advocate for the company.

Hon. W. C, Angwin+ I am advocating
fair play. .

Mr. MULLANY: Are they fulfilling
their agreement in bringing litne from the
Midland country to Burswood?

Hon. T. Walker: There is nothing in the
agreement te prevent them doing that,

Mr. MULLAXNY: There is this, that the
company had to construzet the works and
operate them to the satisfaction of the
Government and provide traffic for the
railway under discussion.

Hon., T. Wialker: They have providel
traffic and they have constructed the works.

Mr. MULLANY : Are they fulfilling
their eontract in bringing lime from Don-
garra instead of from Lake Clifton?

Hon, P. Collicr: Yes.

Hon, T. Walker: Of course they are.

Mr. MULLANY : We find more advo-
cates for the company the longer we dis-
cuss the motion,

Hon. T. Walker: T am an advocate for
the facts and not for misrepresentation.

Mr. MULLANY: I want to put it again
to the member for Kanmowna (Hon. T.
Walker), as a leading legal light ip this
State: When the company bring lime frem
Dongarra or Gingin along the Midland line,
are they providing traffic for the line
nander discussion?

Hon. T. Walker: They are doing what
they have the right to do under the agree-
ment,

Hon. P. Uollier: At any rate, the com-
pany are providing material for piffie just
now.

Mr. MULLANY: The member for North-
East Premantle (Hon, W. C. Angwian) said
the Government should staund by an honest
agreement, If this is an honest agreement,
why all this fuss, and why the motion be-
fore the Houset

Mr. Willcoek: Because someone misled
Cabinet.

Mr., MULLANY: Will the member for
North-East Fremantle, who said that the
Government must stand to an honest agree-
ment, say that this is an bonest agreement?

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Yes,

Mr. MULLAXY: Why all the fuss then?

Hon, W. C. Angwin: Because of the
manner in which it nas doae

Mr. MULLANY: Thep who was wrong?

Hon, W. €. Angwin: The Government
were wrong.

Mr. MUCLLANY: Then both parties were
wrong!

The company have
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: Both can be lonest
and yet be wrong,

Mr. MULLANY: Would the member for
North-East Fremantle say that the Govern-
ment must stand to this agreement?

Ilon. W, C. Angwin: They have to stand
to it legally.

Mr. MULLANY: Wheu the memher for
North-East Fremantle speaks about some-
thing being wrong in connection with the
agreement, who inspired the wrong doing?
In whose interest was it done? Was it in
the interests of the company or in the
interests of someone eise? We must look
for a motive. I again appeal to the mem-
ber for Kanowna as u leading legal light
in this State,

Hon, T. Walker: I will charge you 6s. 8d.
if you go on insulting me like thia.

Mr. MULLANY: Who inspired this
wrong? We cannot find out in whose in-
terest it was done and yet we find the
member for North-East Fremantle says it
is an honest agreement.

Hon. T. Walker: Do you say it is an
honest agreement?

Hon. W, C, Angwin: The company have
provided the works.
Mr, MULLANY: There is sufficient in

the agreement secing that the company are
bringing lime from Gingin and not from
Lake Clifton, to enable the Government to
fight the company and find out whether
the agreement is an honest one or not.

Hon, T. Walker: Do you say it is an
hopest one? R

Mr. MULLANY: T want to find out if it
15 an honest agreement or not. There is
oue way of doing that, and that is for the
Government to refuse to meet the demands
of the company and aillow them to bring
an action against the Government before
a judge of the Supreme Couri., The whole
of the evidence will be before the judge
and then he can say whether it i3 an honest
agreement or nort.

Mr, Johnston: The judge would only look
at the Minister’s signature.

Hon. W. C. Apgwin: Youn will never get
me to vote for breaking an agreement,

Mr. MULLANY: I am putting this up
seriously.

Hon., W. C. Angwin:
rotten serionsness.

Mr. MULLANY: ''he member for North-
East Fremantle is an advocate of the claim
against the Government. It may cost the
State £1,000 or £2,000 to fight the case
against the company, but I believe that
the fact that the company are not using
the line for the earriage of lime supplies
for manufacture into cement at Burswood,
constitutes a breach of the contract, thns
making it worth while to put up a fight
againgt the agreement. N

Mr. Johnston: It would do the State's
eredit a’ lot of harm. - .

Mr. MULLANY: If it is an bonest agree-
ment, it will do no harm.

Well, it 19 very
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: I do not think the
Premier would agree with you.

Mr, MULLANY: I do not care whether
he does or not, If I consider it is my duty
to express certain views on the floor of the
House, I will do so, and I fear peither the
Premicr, the Opposition, nor anyone else.
In this instance, I believe it would be right
to fight this case. If we did so, we would
get at the real facts.

Mr. Teesdale: And a nice advertisement
it would be for the State.

Mr. MULLANY : Then we would find
whether the late Attorney General was
respondible or not. '

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The court would not
deal with that question,

Mr. MULLANY: They wowid have to deal
with it. I do not agrec with the member for
North-East Fremantle who is o bit dog-
matie,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: T admit that

Mr, Jolmston: I think such a thing was
done in South America some time ago.

Mr. Simons: And they would have shot
them up for this.

Mr. MULLANY: They may shoot the ex-
Attorncy General so far as T am con-
cerned. This is a matter which Parliament
cannot deal with, cven though, as has been
stated, a Minister of the Crown acted in a
dual capacity, on the one hand as solicitor
for the company, and on the other as Attor-
ney Gencral. That is something which the
Supreme Court could bring out, and I think
it would be well to have it brought ount. Par-
liament eannrot dn it; we have no power to
bring the cx-Attorney General here.

Houn. W, C. Angwin: That is not the poiat
raised.

Mr, MULLANY: You want only those
points raised which will suit yoursclf. The
hon, member has said that the Government
must stand by an honest agreement. Why
should he put himseif up to judge whether
ar not it was an honest agrecment? The hon.
member has said that other menbers have
not seen the file, and consequently did not
koow much about it. Ts the hon. member
soch a legal anthority that he can say the
agrecment is quite all right and beyond dis-
pute®

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
plain,

Mr. MULLANY: Quite so. You have had
a good look at it, and are quite satisfied.
8till, T do not think the companv would pay
£70,000 on the dictum of the hon. member
that it is all right, and T do not see why
the State should pay it on his dictum. As
legal adviser the bon. member is a sort of
off-sider.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: T would never put
up such an argoment as you are putting up.

My, MULLANY: No, becavse you have
not the ahility. TFor 25 or 30 minutes the
member for Sonth Fremantle {Mr. MeceCal-
lum) gave the House an cbullition of what
might be termeid poison gns. He did not
get very near to the agreement, but he was

The agreement is
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wmost emphatic in saying that a mecting bad
Leen called, the agreement discussed, and in-
atructions issued. He seemnd to know all
about it, He bad something to say abont the
practises of various political parties, I have
Lad infinitely more experience of the prae-
tises of Parliamentary politieal parties than
has the hon. memher. 1 do not wish to tra-
verse what he said, but I must deelare that
every member of the party. at that mecting
vesterday is free to vote as he likes on this
matter to-night, without being cxpelled from
the party; and ke can go and discuss some
other subject at a mecting of that party
next week. I ask the member for South Fre-
mantle would that apply to his own party?

Mr. O’Loghlen:  Are members expelled
from this party?

Mr. MULLAXNY: T am not comnicnting
on that, although I have knowledge of both
parties. I repeat that every member who
was at that party meeting yesterday can vote
as he likes upon this, nnd still not he ex-
pelled from the party.

Mr, O'Loghlen: Nobody was ever expelied
from this party in similar circumstances.

Mr. MULLANY: I believe an error of
judgment was made, or some ecarelessness
shown by members of the Ministry at that
time. T belicve the Premier conld have done
no more than he did in connection with this
matter. COuf of this discussion T believe soma
good will come if and when Parlinment again
gives to a private imlividual a coneession to
build a railway; for T Lelieve that Parlia-
ment will not again leave it to the Govern-
ment or to Fxcecutive Couneil, but will state
definitely that if, later, the State should desire
to purchase the line, it can do so ‘‘subject to
the approval of Parliament.’’ Had those
words been in the Act, this unforunate position
could not have arisen. As it is, Parliament
must stand to What Ministers have done.

Mr. PICKERTNG (Sussex) [10.48]: T'ntil
the Loan FEstimntes were brought down, very
few members knew anything of this railway.
Neither did we know that such an interpreta-
tion had been placed on the et as is dis-
elused by the file. The object of Clause 13
of the agreement was primarily te provide
lime for the nse of the furmers, and the only
cbligation on the eompany to carry lime over
the line was in that respect, inasmuch as
50 tons was the minimum parcel fo be earried.
There is nothing in the Aect which obliges the
company to carry lime to Burswood. From
my perusal of the file, T do not envy the
members of the Ministry who aceepted the
agreement. The file indieates that Ministers
knew there was 1o be a departure from the
terms of Clausxe 13 of the agreoment. Not-
withstanding that the Leader of the Upposi-
tion, in a very temperate and just criticism
of this matter, wdmits that Ministers were
within their legal right, it must be remem-
bered that the Premier himself says he does
not think it was the rvicht course fo pursue.
Moast of the Ministers who have spoken or
written have sought to exeuse themsclves in
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this vonneetion, Imt on reference to the file
wo find that the subject of this separate agree-
ment was in evidenve in 1918 and hefore ever
the agreement was approved. 1 we read the
letters of Mr. Oakden, we find that there is
a stipnlation alt through that an agreenient
must he made which makes it vnnecessary to
suhmit the prowesal te Darliament. That is
sa evident that Toeannot vnderstiaud how it is
pPossible to construe it any other way,

Ilon. . Uollier: It i running right through
the files Tor mouths.

Mr. PICKERING: It runs through the
file for the whole period. 1 have had an op-
portunity of casnally perusing the file, and
the thing that strnck me as being most out-
standing was that Mr. Oakden was imsistent
ont this oue point. In faet he said that unless
that were agreed to, his eompany were not
preparail to go on.

Hon. . Collier: And there were minutes to
that effect.  How ean Ministers have failed

to see it?

My, Simouns: They onght fo comsult an
optician.
. Mr. PICKERING: Another outstanding

feature iz thig, that Mlinisters insisted upon
the inclusion of a certain clause which made
it obligatory that thix agreement should he
sulmitted to Parlinment, This being so, why
A1l nut Ministers Tmmediately proeecd with
the =ubinission of the agreement to Parlia-
ent as svon as Parliament assembled!?

Ae. Mann:  Parliament changel.

on. W, U, Angwin: No, it Jdid not.

Hon. 1% Collier: That was 18 months he-
fore the change.

Mr. PICKERING:  Parliament did  not
change for a loug time. There was plenty of
time for the agreement to be submittel to
Pavliament and to be endorsed or condemned
by Pariinment. Of course it was nlmost cer-
tain that the submission of the agreement to
Parlinment would have meant that the rail-
way would never have been built, for T and
cther members in this House were intercsted
in the bnilding of railways alveady promised,
and a motion had heen passed by this Hounso

“that ne other railways were to be lmilt by
the Government prior to those already ap-
proved. 1 cannot understand lLow Ministers
eculd have been so readily misted.  Another
outstunding feature all throngh the file is the
astuteness of the ¢ompany and, I may say,
the innocence and simplieity of the Govern-
ment.  There is not one point for which the
vompany stood out which they did not gain.

Hon. P. Collier: They won every time.

Alr. PICKERING: Yes, overy time and all
flie way through until they had uot every-
thing they wanted. When we take into con-
sideration that the legal advisers of the com-
peuy were the firm of Robiuson, ('ox & Co.
and that we hail as Attorney General at the
time a member of that firm, it i3 not surpris-
ing that they had all the necessary legal ad-
viee to enable them to attain their shject. I
dv not want 10 east any severe aspersions
upon the ex-Attorney General. T lelieve that
when the Solicitor General said that the agree-
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ment was in conformity with Cabinet’s inten-

tion, he honestly believed it to be so, and
when Mr, Robinsou said ‘1 conenr,”” [ be-
Jiecve he thought he was comcurring in the
accepted opinion of Cabinet, From my per-
sonal knowledge of Ministers in Parliament.
1 cannot believe that they were so simple as
not to see these points, The very point 1 am
trying to illustrate was madle %elear by the
-Leader of the Opposition during the course
of his indictment.

Mr, Troy: How did Robinson extract those
minutes{

Mr. PICKERING: T do not know, but it
has been clearly stated by thée Minister for
Works that if any civil servant had dome
such a thing, he would have been imunediately
digmissed, and justly so. How anyone can
justify the action of a Minister who would
adopt such tactics, 1 am at a loss to under-
stand. As the member for Mount Magmet
{Mr. Troy) said, this was not a solitary in-
gtanee of this Miister haviug misled . Parlia-
ment. I wovuld mention a forther instanee
which has not been referved to during this
debate and that was his attitude during the
passage of the Forests Bill I am quite
satisfied that [ was personally deceival hy
the Minister when that Bill was passing
through the Honse, and when we know that
his firm were acting for the firm of Millars
at that time, it makes one all the more sus-
picious, Another point that strikes me is the
cost of this railway. It was stated that the
line was to cost £30,000; vet at the comple-
tion of it this country is faced with an obli-
gation to pay £70,000, The Minister for
Works based his estimate on the sum of
£40010. There is a very wide discrepancy
between the Minister's estimate of E££0,000
and the £70,0(0 which the State is now called
upon to pay, When we take into considera-
tion that moch of the material used econsisted
of second-hand rails of 42lbs, and 43lbs,, it
iz astonishing that the Minister for Works
should have so underestimated the cost.
Dealing with the question of rails, fhere is
on the file another minute which has not heen
quoted awl that is the minute of the Minister
for Railways, in which he drew attention o
the fact that there were G01b. rails available in
New South Wales. It has been stated that
Elder, Shenton & Co. also dirceted attention
to this faet. The important point is that the
Minister, who was responsible for the con-
struction of the line, used 42.1h. and, 43-lb.
rails when it was knewn definitely that 60-1b.
rails, subject to certain tests, could have
been purchased. 1When we remember that the
question of the route was dependent on the

weight of the rails, the position ix even mere.

astonishing, and T am surprised at the diree-
tion the line ultimately took. It is true that
the route determined upon was adopted he-
eause it woull involve settlers in that part
of the South-West in less mileage, but when
we peruse the file we find that the company
were prepared fo give a definite undertaking
that any diffcrence in the cost of freight
on the lme would be made good. If we

2569

are to  take any  notice of the  yecom-
mendation of the Commissioner of Rail-
ways regarding the route of the line -and
[ maintain that the Commissioner should
have some voice in this matter—it is hard
to understand why the route was changed
from one which he demounstrated was the most
suitable, especially as the railway might
have becn extended to DBunbury and
opened up a lot of country which ut present
is badly served. 1t is difficult to under-
stand ‘the insistence on the route adoptel
apd on the usc of the light rails.

Mr. Mann: Do yon svggest that the Com-
misstoner should (ecide the route a railway
should take? Is it not his duty to administer
the vailvays after Parlinment has decided
the route! ‘

Mr, PICKERING: If the Commissioner
of Railways had heen represented on the ad-
visory hoard, a lot of the lines which to-day
are unprofitable would prebably never have
been constructed, 'The Minister for Works
pointed out that this line, at @ cost of
£40,000, would involve the State in o loss
of £3,000 per annum. That was based o
the minimum quantity of freight which
would pass ever the line, and so it appeara
that we sghall be faced with a permanent
logs on that line. This brings me to the
yuestion of freights, which was wvery fully
dealt with by the member for South Fre-
mantle (Mr. MeCallum). It surpasses my
understanding, and I must lodge my em-
phatie protest agaivst the Government
entering into any contract lasting for so long
a term as 42 yeurs without the endorsement
of Iarliament, M

Hon. 1. Collier: It is unbeard of in rail-
way svorking,

Mr., PICRERING: T am at a loss for
worls to describe it. It is siinply appalling
to think that any Governmenat can, outside
the cndorscment of Parliament, enter into
an agreement for such a small freight as
three farthings per tonm per- mile for the
purpose only of assisting this company in
conneetion with its cement works, not for
the purpose of assisting the’ farmers.

Hon. P. Collier: Not to give lime to the
farmers.

Mr. PICKERING: No. The farmers
that I represcnt want lime badly, but they
have to pay over 100 per cent. higher for
it than they ought to pay.

Mr. Angelo: Is there not a special rate
for manuref

My, PICKERING: The special rate is
the ‘*M7’’ rate.

Hon. P. Collier: That was for cement.

The Minister for Mines: Manure is car-
ried for a farthing per ton per mile,

Mr. Angelo: As against three farthings,

Mr. PICKERING: It does not affect the
position that the company has been given
a freight which it never should have had.
I was under the impression that this
freight would apply to lime used for manure,
On other things we have.to pay freight, which
has gome up twiee within 12 months, but
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these people have not been agked to pay any
more. It should have been provided in the
agreement that in the event of an increase
in the rate the vompany's rates should go
up in proporiion.

Mr. Jolmston: I wish the Goveroment
had promised that there should be no in-
crease in settlers® freights for the next
42 yeuars.

Mr, PICKERING: 1 must enter my
emphatic protest against this interference
with the decision of P’arliament that cer-
tain railways should take precedeace in the
mattor of construction. There is the Bussel-
ton-Margaret River railway which has beea
promised in my clectorate sinee 1913, and
which s urgently required.

Mr. MacCallwn Smith:
line,

Mr. PICKERING: It is a railway, It
cost rearly £4,000 per mile to build. 1t is
rilicufous te vall it a tramway. 1t s
supposed to be constructed so that it will
carry the heaviest locomotives on the rail-
wiay system.

Mr, MaeCallom Smith:
a framway.

Mr. PICKERING: The contrary can
very easily be demonstrated. A good deal
has been said about the quality of the lime,
It has been said it is not the intention of
the company to convey this lime over the
ling, for the reason that it is unsnitable
for the making of cement. When I visited
the cement works sowme time age 1 was
very muech wmpressed by the cement that 1
saw, manufactured from the lime that came
from Lake Clifton. 1 mn prepared to say
from my experience of that ccment that
the lime out of which it was made is-quite
suitable for the purpose. The ¢ement from
these works led to the establishment of the
Hume pipe works. If it has been dewmon-
strated to be suitable for the manufacture
of pipes and builders are satisfied with it, 1
do noi see that it ean reasonably be stated
that the lime is unsuitabte for the manu-
fucture of cement. [ have spoken to mem-
hers of this vompany with regard to the
lime. They assured me that the only difii-
culty was the water in the lime, that they
were spending a considerable amount of
money in erecting roasting works with
which to overcome the difficulty, and that
they would not only be able to overcome
ir, and make suitable cement, but that
they would be able to supply to the farmers
lime containing not more than 20 per cent.
of water. At present there is from 50 to 60
per cent, of water in the lime. If, there-
fore, the farmers bought it, they would be
buving more water thaun lime,

Hon. W. (!, Angwin: You would not re-
fuse to pay for the railway for the trans-
port of the lime if it were aunitable, after
the company had put up its works?

Mr. PICKERING: T de not think we can
refuse to pay. The country apparently is
committed to it. I cannot condone the mak-
ing of this contract. The member for Men-

This is a tram-

I maintain it is

[ASSEMBLY.}

zies (Mr. Mullany), when dealing with this
particolar paragraph in the lease agreement,
which I understand is ¢ormon to all Acts
uf this nature, put forward the view that
legally the (Government were under no obliga-
tion to submit the agreement for the ap-
proval of Parliament. DBe that as it may,
there is co doulit the Government are n orally
obligal to do so, Tt is advisable that at
any early date a Bill should be introduced
making it compulsory for the Government
to come to Parliament before proceeding with
the construction or the purchase of any rail-
way. [t is absurd for Tarlinment to be
placed in this position, and for such a large
st of money te be spent without Parliament
having a suy in the matter. I trust the Gov-
ernment will introduee o measure of that
kinil.

Hon. . Collier: They propose to introduve
a measure te go in the opposite direction, giv-
ing them power ta sell the trading concerns
withowt parliamentary authority.

Mr. Mann: Youn ave on tender ground now,

Mr, PICKERING: It should not be possi-
ble for a line of this kind to be built by the
Goverment in oppesttion to the derision of
Parliament that no railway shall be built
prior to those which are nlrcady authorised.
For thai reason I must enter my protest. The
sveomdd | ortion of the motion deals with the
question ot the Presier making the Houso
ecognisant of the conditions of the contract.
[ have dizeussed this matter fully with those
who should know, and have bren informed
that it wonld have heen diffieult for the Pre-
mier to bring this matter up in any other
way than hy the means he actually employed.

| The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Hon. W, .. Angwin: Tt could have been
done last year on the Loan Estimates.

Mr, PICKERING: The Premicr has com-
mitted a grave tactical ervor in not taking
the Touse into his confidence as soon as he
beeane cognisant of the position. He would
then have afforded those Ministers who are
not now men.hers of this Chamber an oppor-
tunity for refuting the charges Iaid against
thew,

My,
pleased.

The Premier interjeeted.

Mr. PICKERING: T do nat say the Pre-
micr has been told te do this, but T do think
the Premier has committed a taetieal error,

My, Troy: Why did he noteexpose it when
he knew about 1t first?

The Premiet: Why should I?

Mr. PICKERING: I desire to enter my
emphatic protest against this railway being

Joluston:  They might have been

“huilt before that which has alrealy been an-

thorised for my clectorate, and 1 shall take
every precantion I ean te prevent a recur-
rence of that whilst T am a memher of this
Heuse.

Mr. SIMONS (East Perth) [11.8]: Many
members have complained of the drastic word-
ing of the motion moved by the Lender of
the Opposition. Those who have examined
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the position must recognise that under our
system of government this is the only means
we have of making our emphatic protest
against an action sieh as that uvader review,
We believe, according to the best traditions
of parlia..entary procedure, that it is a wicked
and vicious state of things for any Minis-
ter of the Crown to act in two ecapacities:
one in relation to his private firm and the
other in relation to his public office. The
member for Sussex (Mr. Pickering) has com-
mented upon the remarkable astutencss shown
on the part of the firm of solicitors concerned,
and the amazing innocence exhibited by the
Ministry. The irenieal pavt of it all is that
the astuteness on the one side and the inno-
cence on the other were supplied from the
same source. One would have preferred to see
some of the astuteness pluced at the service
of the Govermment, and some of the innocence
placed at the disposal of the coapany rather
than have the position reversed, as it was in
connection with this business, We have a
precedent of a more ennobling, of a more in-
spiring character in connection with another
Chamber of our Parliament. The head of one
of the big firms in this cily, on' vecupying
his seat in the Legislative Council, discovered
that his firm was connected with the State
Savings Bank in an indircct way, which made
it questionably whether ke could properly act
in two ecapacities. That member was not a
Minister of the Crown, but only a private
member of the Upper House, However, be-
cause of his just fear of a conflict of in-
terests between his position as a member of
Parlinwent and his position ag head of a
large business firm, he resigned from his pub-
lic office. That i a refreshing incident in
eonnection with the Darlinmentary history
of this country, and stands in bright contrast
to the remarkable nffair which we are now
discussing.

Mr. Teesdale: But, you knnw, that member
got the tip.

Mr. SIMONS: T would like to have seen
an agreement of this kind put up by the
members of this party when they were oc-
cupying the Government benches. We would
have heard that deep, tasso-profundo voice
of the member for Rochourae (Mr. Teesdale)
declaiming his protests so that the walls of
this Chanber would have echoed and re-
echoed with them, protests against the wick-
etness of the Labour Party. The Leader
of the Country Party, in speaking of the ad-
vantages of the Lake Clifton measure when
it was before Parliament, said that it would
bring cheap lime te the farmers. We have
heard of birds being caught with birdlime,
but here is a case of the whole Country Party
heing capturcd with a promise of agricultural
Time. The net result of it all is that the farm-
ers have not received, as the result of the
building of this railway, sufficient lime to
keep slugs off a single cabbage. Yet under
the promise of agricultvral lime we have prae-
tieally the entire Country Party not only
standing to the agreement in its earlier stages,
but standing to it to-night, in spite of the
exposure which has been made. The member
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for Menzies (Mr. Mnliany) attempts to
draw a comparison between the Meckatharra-.
Horseshoe railway apd the Lake Clifton rail-
way. But there is no eomparison whatever.
In the case of the former railway, the Act
provides that the Government may take the
line over. There is no question, in that ease,
of the Government taking the railway over
despite the interests of the country. What
a foolish comparison that was to make! Then
we have it from the Government benches that
some loophole may be discovered enabling
the country to get out of the agreement en-
tered into by the Government. The sugges-
tion affords a curious insight into the minds
of some hon, members. I think we should be
very slow to admit that the lime produced
from Lake (lifton is unguitable, and thus
make a pronouncement detrimental to the in-
terests of a big industrial proposition. Les
us find some other way out of this thing
besides condemning a valuable ,co.nmercial
asset. 1 do not think any Government wonld
take up the position, aiter the railway has
beon construeted and the machinery has been
placed in site, that some loophole should he
discovered for sneaking out of the agreement
whieh the company, on their part, have hon-
ourahly abserved.

The Minister for Mines:
right.

Mr. SIMONS: The member for Williams-
Narrogin (Mr. Jobnston) made rather a sig-
nificant comparison betwecn the members of
the Ministry and the people who were des-
troyed in the Cities of the Plain. I suppose
there are some members of the Ministry who
aiso perceive a similarity, and are devoutly
wighing that the swme fate could be threat-
ened to those whe look baeck on this business
as hefell Mrs, Lot, so that none of ns would
dare look back on pain of being turned into
pillars of salt.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member had bet-
ter keep to the motion and aveid Biblieal
references, .

My, SIMOXNS: Very well, Mr. Speaker. I
do not think many bon .members understand
Riblical veferemces, The member for Bun-
bury (Mr. Money) spoke in different lang-
nages: first in legal language, and then in the
language of laymen. But after listening
cavefully to everything the hon, member had
to say on the various points brought forward,
al we could find was a string of words, words
of the kind that might befaol a little loeal
justiee of the peace, but conld not befool the
members of an intelligent Parliament. We
heard a possible embryo Attorney General
put up such a defence as would not have got
a common drunk off in one of our country
courts,

The Minister for Mines: The speech was
not intended to get anyone off,

Mr. SIMOXNS: I was surprised to hear a
man of legal training put wp such a weak,
lante, helpless case as we listened to from the
member for Bunbury. Then we had the
Leader of the Country Party speak of the
Labour Party, when they were in power, hav-

The lime is all



2372

ing bronght about agreements that would not
bear the light of day. There was a special
reference to  the Nevanas contract. Why
dig up the Nevanas coutract! Why unot be
fair and recognise that there is no similarity
between the ease before us and the Nevanas
contra-t? After all, the Nevanas case, in
spite of a hostile Press, was pronounced by
a Royal Commission, after a searching ex-
amination, to contain nothing disereditadle
to the Ministers responsible for the contract.
1f the Leader of the Country Party geun-
inely and honestly believes that there wus
something corrupt in the Nevanas agreement,
what is he doing now sifting hehind  the
man who was Premice at the time the con-
tract was made? Then the Leader of the
Country Party made reference to people liv-
ing in glass honses. [If the present Ministry
were living in a glass honse when they made
the Lake Clifton agreement, they kept all
the blinds drawa. The thing was hatehed in
darkness. Next we have references, also from
the Country Party, to variotts other eontracts
which it was supposed would not bear examin-
ation, contracts bronght abont by the party
to-day in opposition. This thing we are dis-
cussing to-night is a producet of the age in
which the politics of this country have he-
come unclean. It originated when National-
ism found its birth, that thing Nationalism,
fathered by ecorruption, born in iniquity, and
to-day living in sin. The birth of that sys-
tem of politics began wlen a Senator was
bribed, and when a wman went to bed
an  ordinary citizen auwd  woke up next
morning to find himself 2 Senator, This
is of a piece with that arbitrary aet
of the Federal Parlinment. This belongs to
the same element that provides £23.000 as a
present from an uwnknown source to  the
Primee Minister of thix Commonwealth, a
gift which wax made free from taxation by
an order issucd to the Federal Taxation De-
partment. .

Mr. Troy: Take the wheat seandals in
New Sounth Wales.

Mr. 8IMOXS: Tt ix of a picce with the
wheat seandals which were veported in South
Australin, and in New South Wales ax well,
We are only realising new what Nationalism
has visited this counfry with. When we used
to go on the hustings and warn the people
against this kind of thing, we had inter-
Jjectors, under police protection, burling epi-
theta at us and preventing uws from speaking,
whenever we raised our voices. We encoun-
tered organised mobs who counted us out
whenever we warnerd the people against this
bhrand of politics.

The Minister for Mines:
ont anee or twice,

Mr. O'Loghlen:
a bit.

AMr. SIMOXNS: One of the most lamentable
phrases ever written by a Minister of the
€Crown was that in which the late At
torney General, in making reference to a
eertain alteration whith would involve the
securing of Parlinmentury authority, said

I was counted

We hail to balunce it off
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that such a course would be ‘‘highly objec-
tionable.'? Here is the legal voice of a
Minister of the Crown, a voice which had
sworn to speak only in terms of loyalty and
devotion to the C'onstitution, savinyg it would
be highly objectionable to allow Parliument
to have a voice in deciding soch a matier. It
is very rarely that we find in history such

a  subversion  of  Parliamentary  jpractice
wherein  a vepresentative of the Crown
has  referred to  the approaching of
Padliument regarding a matter involv.
ing £70,000 as ‘“highly objectionable.’”
I know of no tribumal in the British

Empire in which sach a statement as that
could be justified on behalf of any Minister
of the Crown, We have always prided our-
selves as a people, working under the Brit-
ish Constitution, that our Parliaments are
free from any taint or any unbusinesslike
dealings snggesting dishonesty, T know that
no member of this Chamber would ever im-
pugn the Premicr.  On the contrary, T be-
lieve every member of the House would ac-
cept his word just as definitely and with less
hesitation than they would accept the signa-
ture of some Ministers I lhave kpnown. De-
spite that, however, on no account could we
allow 2 transaction of this kind to go by
without registering a definite and unmis-
takable protest, Right throughout the his-
torv of Parliamentary life in Australia, we
have maintained a sense of honour whieh has
always expected Ministers of the Crown to
stand ax the guardians of the purity of our
political life. Tt has been written in the re-
cords of Australia that when one Minister
of the ('rown made reference in 2 communi-
eatien to ‘“mint sauce,’’ it was interpreted
as suggesting some Ministerial act embody-
inyr financial eonsiderations.  For 23 vears
sithsequently, that partienlar Minister vainly
attempted  te  get baek te the publie
life of Australia, but was turned down time
after time. The Parliamentary life in our
history has been, for the most part, something
to be admired and revered, and since Respon-
sthle Gavernment was first extended to Aus-
tralia in 1835, we have always bern able to
point aut that men who have served long in
office mder the Crown have died poor men,
demonstrating clearly that they have given
their all fo the country. That is the spirit
which it should be our duty to preserve.

Mr. Teesdale: We are doing that.

Mr, SIMONS: When we find a Min-
ister who, when in power, was pre-
paredl to give away the people’s rights
belindl  the baek of Parlioment for a
period of over 40 years, we must reg-
ister an emphatic protest. T d0 not be-
licve any Prime Minister or any Minister of
the Crown has ever signed away our heritage
sueh as in this case, until 1963,

Mr. Troy: There is the instance of the
pastoral leases, The same men Were C¢on-
eerned in that matter. )

Mr, SIMOXS: That is so. In the in.
stanee under ddiscussion, an agrecment has
been nuule for the carriage of the com-
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pany’s products over our railways at d4s, 2d.
per ton. How mueh freight will 4s5. 2d. buy
40 years hence?  What cost 1s. per ton to earry
over our railways 20 years ago, costs 2a.
to-day, and perhaps 40 years hence will cost
10s. a ton. We are confronted with the posi-
tiop that chillren unborn to-day will have to
contribute for the next 42 years to the loss
which will be experienced, aggregating, as
has been suggested, 2 sum of over £800,000.

Mr, Latham: Tt is really subsidising a
secondary industry.

Mr. SIMONS: Behind the back of Parlia-
ment!

Mr. MeCallum: This is assistance to a pri-
vate company. It is not the question of a
secondary industry.

Mr. 8SIMONS: We ean admit, for the pur-
poses of debate, that it represents assistance
t» a secondary industry, but it has been done
by way of a sneaking trick and that is just
what we protest against. I do not believe
that there is any member on the Government
side of the House who was retorned as a
gnardian of the finances of the eountry, who
can conscientiously deeline to support a meo-
tion such as that before the Chamber. Such
a course must be adoptel for more than one
reason, It has to be adopted in the interests
of sane finance and as a eorrective to warn
Ministers at the present time, and future
Ministers too, that we are jealous of the
hononr and integrity of Parliament, that we
arc so mindful of the purity of our political
tife, that we shall not allow such an ineident
to pass without protest agains} any deviation
from the path of rectitude.

Mr. WILLCOCK (Geraldton) {11.28]: I
had hoped that therc would lave bBeen some
deferce from the Government side before [
spoke to the motion.

Mr. Teesdale: Go ahead, we are all blown
oot}

Mr. MeCallum:
aiready!?

Mr, Tersdale: Not I

Mr. WILLCOCK: Judging by the way the
member for Roebourne was writing so fever-
ighly during the eourse of the debate, I
thonoht he would have added to the eloquence
hy something which woull have amounted to
a revelation.

Mr. Teesda'e: T never wrote a note.

Mr. WILLCOCK: T realise that most of
what ean be said from our roint of view re-
gardin~ the motion, has alrradv been tra-
versed by the Leader of the Opposition and
oth~r hon. wembers sittinz on the onyositian
side oi the Hovse. I desire to emnhasise one
or two points rerarding the agreement par-
tienlarly from the railway stan’point. We
have heard of the effeet of railway revenue
on the finances; yet in the Tace of such eir-
eitmrstances, we find the present Government
comnosedl of all the huainess element of the
country an renresentative of the sa-vacious
element of the State, as embodied in the Na-
tional Party, making an apreement which

Have you skied the towel
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will mean a sericus loss to the country. The
member for Sonth Fremantle (Mr, McCallum)
this afternoon gave figures, which may or
may not be corrcet. )

Mr. MeCallum: They were the Govern-
ment’s own figures, taken from the Loan Es-
timates.

Mr, WILLCOCK: And, as I say, they may
or may not be correct. Freights may come
down, but all the evidence of the past 10 or
15 years suggeats that they will continue to
go up, while the value of money will continue
to come down. In regard to the freight, it
is the most Iudicrous agreement I have ever
heard of,

Mr, Teeedale:
same rate.

Mr. WILLCOCK: But nobedy would make
an agreement to carry coal at a fixed rate
for 40 years! Under the agreement, the
freight paid by the company is not subject
to fluetuation. Railway freights show a
marked tendency to increase, and I am eon-
vinced that they will not come down duering
the next 10 or 15 years, unless indeed the
Government amend their policy of subsidising
the agricultural industry through the Railway
Depariment to the tune of something lite a
quarter of a million per annum. 1t a freight
agreement had to be made with the company,

Coal is earried at about the

" the proper thing to have done was to declare

that the spceial freight should he a certain
percentage of the ordinary freight charged
on the railways; then, if the ordinary freight
was subsequently inereased, the special freight
eonecded to the eompany woull increase in
due proportion. ITowever, this most unbusi-
nesslike agreement was made against the ad-
viee, not only of responsible depuartmental
officers, but of the Minister for Railways
also. If Cabinet had nerely declincd to ae-
cept the advice of the departmental ofticers
it would be bad cnough, but for Cabinet to
ignore the advice of the Minister for Rail-
ways was to suggest that the Ministry was &
Ministry of weal lings.

Mr. Mann: You bhave heard that it was
rot diseussed in Cabinet.

Mr. WILLCOUK: Which is further evi-
den-e in sunport of the view that the Gov-
ernment were incompetent. The Attorney
General, in his communication to Mr. Oak-
den, said it was a Cabinet decision. The
Minister for Works has sinee said that what
the Attorney General stated was untrue.

The Minister for Works: The Premier’s
serretary tells me there was no Cabinet
minute.

My, WILLCOCK: Which means that the
Attorney General was a deliberate liar.

The Mirister for Works: T can only tell
you what the Premier’s seeretary sent up to
me this afternnon.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Regarding the freight
agreement, three conditions were insisted
vpon bv the Commissioner of Rnilways.
Hea v rails were {5 be used, or alternatively
the line was to go te Pinjarra and, in addi-
tirn, "D MO0 tons of lime per annnm was to
be ecarried. Wone of those conditions was



2574

observed in the making of the agreement.
Having looked tbroagh the fiie and heard
what has been said, I am lorced to the con-
clugion that practically all the Ministers knew
of thls agreement. The Minister for Works
has denicd it. However, on the faets placed
belore us, my view is that all the Ministers
kn.w abeut it; this thing was so insistently
referred to by almest everybody conecerned.
As to the minute in which Mr, Robinson
concurred with the adviee of the Solicitor
{iemeral, it appears to me the Solicitor Gen-
eral and Mr. Robinson must have had a con-
versation, that Mr. Sayer did not want to
approve of the agrecment, but that in the end
he said he would do se if Mr. Robinson con-
curred; and so the whole thing was fixed up
in the one day. I do not think it is usual
that in one day a minute should go from an
officer to his Minister, and be c¢oncurred in
by the Minister, and the whole thing put
through.,  Another point: whatever doubts
Ministers may have had, the company knew
it bhad authority to build the line, and that
eventnally the Government would pay for it.
Virtually the Government were giving the
companv a blank cheque with which to build
the line at whatever cost they liked.
The Ainicter for Waorks: No.

T'r. WILLCOCK: But if the agrcement.

was fhat the (overnment should take over
the line at eonstruction cost, there was no
means of ehecking what was done, I under-
stand that three or four sidines have heen
constructed between Lake Clifton and War-
aona, for what reason nobody seems to know.
The rmly wonder is that, in the circomstances,
the line did not cost a million, for no matter
what the cost the obligation was on the Gov-
ernment to meet it.

Mr. Tatham: Subjest to arbitration.

Mr. WILLCOCOK: Nothing of the kind.
The most important part of the motion is
the latter part declaring that the Govern-
ment have fprfeited the confidence of the As-
semhlv. The Premier has good reason for
claiming cxoneration in c¢onneetion with the
first portion of the motion because hig Gov-
ernment were not in power. With regard to
the ncglert to inform Parliament of the ex.
igtenve of the aoreement, the present Pre-
mier having then been in control, must plead
guilte, Tt wos the Premier’s duty to inform
Partiment T think more than half his sup-
port~rs will baek me in the view that as saon
as he know of the existence of the ngree-
went, he <hruld have informed the House.
The rrason why the House was net informed
wns that a reveral eleetion was pending.
The VPromier, therefore. deliberatelv  with-
held this information from the Honse for
his own pereonnl nelitieal advantage and that
of his partv. He had no richt to do it. Tt
wns <eandnlara that he 4id not show more
sense of resronsihility to this House than
corsideration Tor his own perssnal politieal
advanta e, The Premisr mnst have knnwn
that, had the matter teen ventilated 1Inat
gresion, it wontd have made a eansiderahle
difference to the prospects of his party when
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they woere Lelcore the country. If, following
on this detate, the general eleetions were to
be held in March next, this matter would
torm one of the most vital quesiingy on which
the election would be fought. Had this
agreement been brought forvard a year ago
the Goveinment would not have come out of
the Lusiness very well, and particularly so
the Premier because of his desire to hide for
82 long something which the public were en-
titled te know., I ask the House would the
conntry endorse n Government who, in spite
of their talk about their business acumen and
their ability to right the finances, would make
a silly arreement like this? Would the eoun-
try endorse the return of Ministers who ad-
mitted that they |ermitted themselves to be
hoodwinked, not to use & stronpger term?
Would the country support a Government num-
beriny members who would sign an important
agrcement  witheut taking the trouble to

read it? Would the country return a party
containing men who deceived their col-
jengues?  The PFPremier was coustderably

perturbed about this matter and tried to
keep it quiet. Tt was only because it was a
moncy matter that we heard anything about
it. But for the necessity for securing Par-
liamentary authority for the payment of the
money, the agreement would have been kept
as silent as some of the secrcts of the pasat.
I cannot for the life of me believe that the
Minister for Education did not know of the
existence of this agreement more than six
months ago. TImmediately the Premier
learned of the agreement, he would consult
the man who had acted ag Premier in his
ahgenee and who had signed the agreement.
We musat give the Premier credit for possces-
ging brains, and I am satisfled that the first
thing he would do on learning of the exist-
ence of the agreement would be to go im-
mediately to the man who had simed it, the
man who had acted for him in hia absence.
In the circumstances I eaunot belinve the
pulilished statement of Mr, Colebat h that
lie knew nothing of the agreement until six
months age. T am sorry that the Premier
is not in the Chambsr at th~ moment, be-
eause I woull like him to give me nn assur-
ance on this poaint.  Althourh T won'd not
believe the word of the Minister for Eduea-
tien, T wonld be quite prepared to aceept
the word of the Premier. Anynne placing
himself in the position of the Premicr at
that time ean ecome to no other conelusion
than that th~ first man the Premicr would
conswlt after discovering the agreement
would be the senior memhber of the Ministry
who had sirned the apreement. .

Mr, Teesdale: When it was too late.

A, WITLOOCK: We are at nvesent con-
cerned with the question 23 to whether a
member of the Ministry has told an ahso-
Inte falschood. If a man will tell an abso-
Trte falsehood with regard to o matter ot
this kind, he is not to he truste? in connee-
tion with other matter<. 1 am nat prerared
tn tvnst the Vinister for Edneation in other
matters, because I helieve he has toldl an
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ahsolute falsehood. His statement is so palp-
ably absurd. One cannot conceive of the
Premier becoming possessed of such infor-
mation, which everyone realises he regarded
most seriously, and of his withholding that
information for a period of 18 long months
from his principal colleague, the Minister
who had actually signed the agrcement.

Hon. P, Collier: Especially as all the
other Ministers knew of it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: And during which time
application had been made by the company
for the payment of the momey. I believe
that all members of the Cabinet knew about
it at the time. Since the Premier has re-
turned to his seat in the Chamber, I would
like his assurance whether the Minister for
Edueation was cortect in the statement
made in the Press that he was not consulted
regarding this matter until six months ago.

The Premier: But this happened two
years ago,

Mr. WILLCOCK: The Premier informed
Cabinet at the time, which gives the lie
te the statement of the Minister for Educa-
tion. .

Hon. P. Collier: The Attorney Geenral
drew up a minute two years ago, and yet the
Minister for Edueation wants us to believe
he knew nothing about it until June of this
year.

The Premier: I do not think he said that.

Mr. WILLCOCK: T am satisfied that the
Minister for Edueation, with other Minis-
ters, knew of the agreement., T regard tha
agrecement as it stands us a corrupt agree-
“ment. Legally it might be in order, but
wmorally it is the most corrupt agreement I
have ever heard of. Anyone who had any
idea of eomstitutionnl government or respect
for the eonduet of Parliamentary business
would never have entercd into sueh an agree-
ment.  If the agreement had been submitted
to this House, not one-tenth of the Govern-
ment sapporters—apart from wmembers of
the Ministry—would have supported it. The
whele conntry would have seethed with dis-
content if the Government had proposed to
build this line for a private company in pre-
ferenee to building railways which have been
authorised for years and for which the set-
tlers in the country have been erying in vain.
The agreement in rerard to freight was
foolish and unbusinesslike, and opposed to
the advice of the responsible officers and to
the advice of the Minister himself. A Min-
ister who would sit in Cabinet after having
this recommendation turned down like this
ean only be termed a weakling. He has gone
the way of the rest, and will not trouble us
any more. What I am eoncerned about id
the manner in which the Premier surrepti-
tiously withbeld from this House the know-
ledge of the position.

The Premier: I did not do so.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The Premier withheld
the informnation because the general elections
were pending.

The Premier: Nothing of the sort.
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Mr. WILLCOCK: If the facts which
have been made public to-day had been
made known before the last general eleg-
tiens, it would have resulted badly for the
Government. '

The Premier: « I had nothing to de with
the thing.

Mr., WILLCOCK: If the knowledge the -
Premier obtained had been passed on to the
House and to the people, the Government
would never have been returmed with the
majority they now have, It was to the FPre-
mier’s personal political interest that this
knowledge should be withheld.

The Premier: No!

Mr. WILLCOCK: That is my idea of it.
No one stands up for this agreement. Every-
one condemns it. No one says it was the
right thing to do. Even the Government say
it shonld not have been dene, but that as the
obligation has been entered into they must
go on with® it. .

The Premier: I do not defend it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: Why was not the in-
formation given to the public when it first
became available?

The Premier: I had nothing to de with,it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: The former member for
Canning wouid bave had no chance of being
returned if the facts had been made known.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: He had uot much
chance anyway.

Mr., WILLCOCK: That is so, but the posi-
tion would have reacted upon Government
candidates generally, This knowledge was
surreptitiously withheld from the House with
the object of giving a political advantage to
the Premier and his party. )

The Premicr: No.

Mr. SPEAKEX: The hon. member is re-
peating himself.

Mr. Teesdale: It would have affected Min-
isters, but not outside members.

Mr. WILLCOCK: It wouid have affected
them all, It would have affected all the duds
who otherwise supported poople of that de-
eription. No one would go upon a public
platform and befriend this sort of thing.

Hon. P. Collier: Political duds.

Mr, WILLCOCK: They would have been
dubbed political duds by the country if they
had supported questionable and corrupt action
of this kind.

The Premier: I had nothing to de with it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: T absolve the Premier
from all blame in regard to that, but with
respect to the latter portion of the motion.
whether he intended it 6r not, his action cer-
tainly reacted favourably upon the policital
prospects of his party at the last eclection,
T will not say this knowledge was surrepti-
tiously withheld if the Premier docs not like
it, but that is my opinion of the position.

The Minister for Works: You might as well
say it,

Hon. P. Collier: Out of regard for your
feelings he will only think it, and will not say
it.

Mr. WILLCOCK: I will say it then.
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Mr. Johnsten: We would have had a ma-
Jority,

Mr, WILLOOOK: 1f there is one member
on the other side of the House who wonld
hawe come In out of the wet it would have
been the member for Willjams-Narrogin, He
would net have hesitated to talk about the
manner in which this agreement was entered
into. ! support the motion and specially sup-
port the latter portion of it wbhich indicates
that the Premier did not give the informa-
tion to this House when he might have done.

AMr. LAMBERT (Uoolgardie) [11.53):
Very litile remains to be said relative to this
motion.

The Minister for Works: Hear, hear!

Mr. Corhoy: There is even less to be said
from your side.

Mr. LAMBERT: [ do not know that any-
thing has been said to impagn the personal
integrity or politieal honour of the Prewier.
A case has been made out to show that in
this agreement there has been a scrious de-
parture froa the intentionts of Darliament, as
laid down in the Aet, and to render it neves-
sary for some explanation to be afforded to
the House. XNo cxplanation has yet becn
given.  The Premier has apparently rested
in the belief that ne explanation from him
is weeessary. He kunew nothing about the
agreement, was not Premier at the time, and
some of his AMinisters were not in the Cab-
inet, | hope dome means will be found of
vlearing up the matter. Lt has been sug-
gosted that Mr. Robinson shonld be ealled
to the Bar of the House, anil asked to explain
the negotiations which led up to the making
of this agrecment. 1 take it that is a matter
the Government will decide. As has been
hinted at previously, the Government wmay
rest assured that the blind majority sitting
behind them

Mr, Teesdale: You are not veferring to me,
1 hope.

Alr. LAMBERT: The hon. member is politi-
icallr blind, and is also blind in other re-
spects,

The Minister for Mines: You ean see well
cnongh, bat yen wil) not.

Mr. Troy: None of us can see as well ay
you can.

AMr. LAMBERT: Whether this business has
been the means of promoting an industry in
Western Australia or not, remains to be seen.
I hope people outside will not get the idea
from anything which has been said that the
litie from these deposits is not of the purest
qualitv. In any motion of eensure that the
Opposition have felt it their duty to lannch
against the apparently unbusinesslike methods
of the Government, it is hoped that the value
of these lime deposits will not be de-
preciated. [ suppose they are  unique
in Australin. There is no other deposit of
lime in the Commonwealth that will com-
pare with this one, either in the matter of
extent or of purity. So far as I know, tha
lime iy eminently asunitable for the maau-
facture of eement. One only requires
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ordinary limestone fur making Portland
cement. I hope members will not take the
view that this deposit is of no value, It
is indecidl very valuable, possibly one of the
most valuable in Australia. It is practi-
cally the ouly deposit of that extent which
is eapable of being applied not only to the
manufacture of Portland cement, but to
use in a dozen different chemical and other
direetions. I hope members on the other
side of the House will not, like the mem-
ber for Roebourne, merely follow the Gov-
ernment blindly, but will use their own
good judgment and, in the intercsts of the
country, vote for the motion,

Hon. P. ('OLLIER (Boulder—iu reply)
1121 a.m. | In exercising my right of reply
T shall not occupy much of the time of the
ITouse, The vase as put forward from this
side of ihe Chamber hus, 1 contend, gone
entirely without amswer, T cannot recall,
for many years past, a subject which has
been debated here so one-sidedly. No seri-
ous effort has been made, by either the
Premier or the Minister for Works or other
hon. members opposite who have addresseld
themselves to the motion, to reply in any
way to the serious indietment levelled ag
the Government.  The Premier, while dis-
claiming, vightly, any  responsibility for
the Lake Clifton contract, hns stated—I
suppose in defence of the Cabinet of the
day and of those of his colleagues who
wore members of that Cabinet—that the
C'ahinet minnte was quite clear ag to the
agiecment requiring the approval of Par-
liament, I shall not argue the construction
which might be placed upon that Cabinet
minute, excopt to say that 1 disagree en-
tirely with the Premier’s contention. I
agree with the construction placed upon
he minute by the member for Bunbury
(Mr. Monex)., To mx mind, the minute is
guite clear that the apreement did not re-
quire the approval of Parliament. What
pusition is created hy the Tremier’s state-
ment, supported as that statement is by
the Minister for Works aud by the Minis-
ter for Education? [f the minute provided
for ratification by Parliament, and the
Atitorney General of the day was respon-
gible for the agreement, though the docu-
ment was drafted by the Crown Solieitor,
what is the pogition of the Attorney Gen-
eral of that day? The agreement, I say,
was drafted by the Crown Solieitor, but it
was approved by that Attornevy General,
who stated to his colleagues—including the
aeting Premier, by whom the agreement
wag signed—that the document wag within
the terms of the Cabinet decision. The
attitnde now taken by the present Premier
and his velleagues amounts to the making
of a direct charge against the late Attorney
General, Mr. Robinson, of being a traiter -
to his colleagues, and of having deliber-
ately betrayed them—unot of having misled
them, hut of having deliberately betrayed.
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them. Ard more: the attitude of Cabinet
now amounts to a charge that Mr. Robin-
son refused to carrv into effect a decision
of the Cabinet of whiech he was a member,
and thus involved the State, without either
the authority or the knowledge of Parlia-
ment, in an expenditure of £70,000. I want
to know, is the matter going to be allowed
to rest there! Are we going to dispose of
the matter merely by a vote in this Cham-
Der, letting it go forth to the country that
the Attorney General of the day was a
dishonest man, and net only a dishonest
man, but alao a scoundrel? No man capable
of doing that which the Premier and his
¢olleagues nllege apainst Mr. Robinson
could be other than a seoundrel. There ean
be no question ahout that. That is the
wnly interpretation which ean be placed
upon the matter. The allegation amounts
to thia, that Mr. Robingon deliberately be-
trayed his colleagnes and put up an agree-
ment on them which the Cabinet minute
did not entitle him to do, and whieh his

colleagues of that day did not intend he

should do. If that be the truth, Mr, Robin-
son is branded as a scoundrel. I ask again,
is the thing going to rest there! I ask,
what is going to be done in order to place
the responsibility upen the proper shoul-
ders? Howcver, those statements against
Mr. Robinson are not my statements. Tor
my part, I am not prapared to believe that
all the blame and all the responsibility rest
upon Mr. Robinson., What I had to say
last evening with regard to Mr. Robinson
had to do with other actions of his in con-
nection with the contract. It had to do
with his aeting in a deal capacity, with
his conduct in taking copies of minutes on
the files. But, knowing neothing of what
had taken place in Cabinet, 1 offered no
opinion whatever as to the Cabinet decision
and the agreement. But I want to say now
that, like other members who have spoken
from this side of the House, I am not pre-
pared to aceept in their eatirety the ex-
planations which have beenm given by the
Ministers who were concerned. 1 am in-
clined to fhinlk that there are some men
intimately connected with this contract
who have no desire to obtain for them-
selves a reputation of the kind which
serves to hand down to posterity the name
of George Washington, namely the reputa-
tion of being unahble to tell a lie. I am
afraid there have been untruihs uttered in
connection with this matter. In the Press
to-day Mr. Robinsor makes the definite

statement that not only he, but alse his
colleagues, knew perfeetly well that it was
not intended to submit the agreement t9
Parliament for approval. Further than
that, Mr, Robinson stutes that Mr. Oakdaen,
the Sydney representative of the company,
waited upon Sir Henry Lefroy, the Premier
of the day—I think Mr. Robirgen says
just before the Cabinet meetivg—and that
Mr. Oakden then explained to Sir Henry

2577

Lefroy that he was not prepared to go on
with the contract if it had t» go to Parlia-
ment for endorsemeni. On (his phase of
the subjeet someone 1s trlling a deliberate
lie: either Mr. Robinson 13 teiling uatruths,
or other Ministers are doing so. +If it be
true, as stated by Mr, Robinsnn, that Mr.
Oakden waited upon the Premier of the
day personalty and explained the position
to Sir Henrv Lefroy, it is inconeeivable
that 8ir Henry would not have related to
his fellow Ministers in Cabinet the state-
ment made to iim hy Mr. Oakden.

Mr. Troy: Does the late Attorney Gen-
eral say that Mr. Oakden pecsunally waited
upon Sir Henry Lefroy?

Hon. P. ('OLLIER: Yes. The more one
turns over the files, and finds papers,
minutes, and letters round about that date,
for a month or two months before the date
on which the agre.ment was signed, and
also finds later references to the agrecment
in & number of minutes, the more one ia
driven to the conelusion thai the desire
not only of Mr. Rebinson but of other
Ministers of the period was that the agvee-
ment should not be made subiecct to ratifi-
cation by Darliament.

The Minister for Works: Wny should the
other Ministers not desire it+

Hon. P. COLLIER» T do not know,

The Minister for Works: Neither do I.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not know except
to this extent, that Ministers wanted the agree-
ment to go through, that they wanted the com-
pany to go on with the line, that they had decided
to purchase the line and did not want to submit
the matter to Parliament because they felt
quite sure that Parlisment would not approve
of the purchase of the mailway by the State,
That is the only reason’why.

Mr. McCrllum: And the company asked for
it as well.

Mr, Money: There would be a lot of delay,
of course.

Hon, P. COLLIER: XNot only that, but the
general impression was that Parlisment would not
agree to the purchase and, certainly, that the
State would not constrnot the line, hecause
there were several railways already awaiting
construction.

Mr, Johnston : . It never would have been con-
structed by the. State.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Has any member of
this Chamber a doubt as to what would have
been the attitude of the House, if a propoeal
to congtruct this line had bheen advanced by the
Government when there were 205 miles of railways
already suthoriced, but not constructed ? Of
courze, Parliament would have thrown any
such proposal ont, and that would have been the
motive actuating ws.

Mr. O'Loghlen: In spite of that, the member
for Williams-Narrogin, who is slways aquesling
about railways, condones everything. He is a
alobbersome supporter of the Government.

Hon, P. COLLIER : The Minister for Works
has deliberately withheld information from this
Houge. I assert definitely that he gave incor-
rect, not to aay false, information to this House.

The Minister for Works: Not atall,



Hon. P. COLLIER: I will show the Minister
that he has done s0. I believe that the Minister
knew of this all along, knew that they were
committed to the purchase of the line, and knew
that there was no intention of Parliament being
approached regarding the matter, I am sorry
that the Minister for Works has not been so
candid as the Premier and the Minister for
Education, The Premier states that he knew
of the facts in December, 1919. The Minister
for Education tells us that he only knew of this
in June of this year. The Minister for Works
has not taken us into his confidence and in the
course of his speech last night he did not telt
us when he first hecame aware that Cahinet's
decision was not emhodied in the agreement.
I questioned him by way of interjection but he
did not give us the information,

The DMinister for Works: I told you that I
was in the Premier’s officc sometime towards
the end of 1919 and that I first knew of it then.
That is os far as my memory serves me, and I
cannot tell you more,

Hon. P, COLLIER: Surely when, as Minister
for Works, the hon, member knew that s certain
course of action had been agreed to in Cabinet,
and when he discovered that he had heen be-
trayed by & colleague, that should have been
sufficient, seeing that it would be such an
exceptional event, to impress it on his memory,
On the contrary, the Minister for Works has
not given us any information on that point.

The Minister for Works : As far as my memory
serves me, the fiist I knew of it was when the
then Attorney General, Mr. Draper, dealt with
the matter towards the end of 1919,

Hon. P. COLLIER: This is the Arst time
the Minister has given us that information
and T accept it. It would appear, therefore,
that he became aware of the matter at abput
the same time ag the Premier. But there is
this aspect which has to be taken into congidera-
tion. On the 12th August, 1919, the member
for North-East Fremantle (Hon, W. C. Angwin)
asked the Minister for Works a series of eight
questions regnrding this particular work, Of
those eight questions the sixth was as follows :—

It the Public Works Department is con-
atructing a railway line from Waroona to Lake

Clifton for a private company, under what

terms and conditions is the line being con-

structed #

That is a perfectly fir question and should have
received a fair answer without any equivoca-
tion whatsoever. On the contrary, howaver, we
find that this was the answer of the Minister
. for Works:—

Answered by No. L.

To see what that means, hon. members
will find, by referring to “ Hansard,” that
question No. 1 was as follows:—

Is the Public Works Department con-
structing a railway line from Waroona .to
Lake Clifton ?

To that question the Minister's answer was,
" No.”' Hon. members will see that the answer
constitutes en absolute evasion of the yuestion.
That evasion was deliberate and it showed a
considered desire and intention to swithhold
information, That was the time when the
Minigter might have taken the House into his
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confidence. It was equivocation, because it
was not necessary. This sort of answer was
only intended to deceive and not to give the
hon. member the information he was seeking.
Had the Minister heen frank in answering that
yuestion, he would have stated that the Publie
Works Department was constructing the line
for the company and he would kave given the
terms and conditions.

" The Minister for Works: There was no reason
why that information should not have hbeen
given.

Hon, P. COLLIER: That iz ane of the
remarkable features all through this case. There
in no reagon why Ministers should not have
done the right thing, but they have always
done the wrong thing. There must have been
some reason for this, On the law of averages,
Ministers should have been right now and again
but they have not evidenced that very much.

The Minister for Works: Was it not a re.
markable thing that those questions were asked ?

Hon. P. COLLIER: There is a silly question
by the Minister! There iz his evasion again?
This knowledge came to the member for North-
East Fremntle and he required information as
to the railway thot was being constructed.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: And it did not come
from a Government officer either.

Hon. P. COLLIER : The House knew nothing
about it and, as it was an important question,
the hon, member had every right to ask for the
information in the House. The Minister for
Works tried to get out of the position by giving
misleading answers. The member for North-
East Fremantle was only exercising his duty
in asking those questions, and the Minister
did not think it right to give fair and straight-
forward answers. It is such things that make
me think that all the responsibility did not rest
upon one Minister, but that they all knew.

The Minister for Works: Had I heen as
cunning as you try to make me out, I would
not have given that answer.

Hon, P. COLLIER: Simplicity againt! There
ig the appeal for mercy. Every timec a point is
made ageinst Ministers, we have the plea,
‘* Pleasge, Sir, I was innocent and did not under-
stand.” The Minister for Works pleads innocence
and asks for mercy !

The Minister for Works: If I wanted mercy,
I should not come to you or your crowd either.

Hon. P, COLLIER : As a matter of fact, there
hag been nothing but mercy since we have
been in opposition, There has been more mercy
and consideration extended to Ministers than
they extended to us when we were on the Trea-
sury benches.

The Minister for Worke: Probably we de-
gerve more,

Hon. P. COLLIER : The Minister for Works
talks about mercy! We remember when he
used to storm and rage up and down along this
front Opposition bench, when his colleaguea
hod to leave their chairs that he might have
room to stamp up and down, roaring like o
lion and weving his arms ahout, frothing at the
mouth—and new he talks about merey! There
has been too much metcy extended by the Op-
position to tho-e on the Govemment benches,

Mr, ('Loghlen; Mear, hear! That is yuite
correct.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: There has been too
much ‘political affection and love taps since we
have been in opposition. Perhaps, had we been
more keen in our e¢riticism, Ministers would not
have been placed in suck a regrettable position
as is disclosed by this agreement. The member
for Pilbara (Mr. Underwood), the Independent
who leads the Nationa! Labour Party, who has
abandoned for the time being his splendid isola-
tion in order to come down to lead the National
Labour Party out of the wilderness of this situa-
tion, says in regard to the two Ministers that he
neither condones nor excuses them. Just the
ssme, he cannot vote for any portion of the
motion, cannot even vote to censure the Ministers
who were members of the Lefroy Cabinet, al-
though he considers it of suli tient importance
to say that, had he known of this, it would have
been sufticient to¢ warrant his own resignation.
The hon. member considers Ministers go far
departed from the course of action which Min-
isters of the Crown ought to pursue, that had
he known of it he could not longer have remained
& colleague of theirs ; yet he is not now going
to censure them. He does not condone it nor
excuge it, yet inferentially he admits that they
were guilty of reprehensible conduct.

Mr. Underwood: We will let it go at that.

Hon. P. COLLIER: He says the Premier
did his work as it should be done. In support of
this the hon. member puts up an argument
that would not deceive a school child. A more
rubbishy argument I have never heard—and
I have been listening to the hon. member for
many years. He says the Premier was nego-
tiating with the company, and that of course
one canuot disclose the facts conceming any
deal of this kind while the Premior is still nego-
tisting. Where was the Premier negotisting ?
It is true there was some correspondence during
the last six months between the Premicr and
the company in regard to the claim made by
the company ; but they were not negotiating
o contract. Certainly, when Ministers are
negotiating a deal, they connot disclose the whole
of the facts at the time. But no negotiations
were going on in this matter which could have
the slightest effect on the agreement ; because
in the rinal analysis the method of determining
the amount to be paid for the milway is laid
down in the Act. To say the Premier did the
right thing because he was still negotisting,
ia all nonsense, The hon, member knows well
that the Government did wrong in withholding
for two years the information from Parliament
and the country. We need only refer to the
minute written by Mr. Justice Draper to realise
how serious the Government of the day con-
sidered the thing. And having discovered this
serious thing, why did not they come to the
House, why was it withheld for two years ¥ We
are told that the State has not suffered, that
no wrong has been done by the withholding of
the information. I say & gricvous wrong has
been done, in that the electors of the State have
been allowed to go to the poll and cast their
votes for men intimately and actively associated
with this contmact, allowed to cast their votes
without any knowledge of the part the candidates
had played §n the contract. The electors of
Canning were allowed to vote in the dark in
March last withcut any information as to the
part played by their member in this agreement.
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Wasg not that a wrong? Was it not a right
due 0 the electors of Canning and of Murray-
Wellington that they should know all about
the agreement ? Iam not saying that the verdiet
of the electors would have been altered in either
case, but T declare that the electors had a right
to know all about it. I am inclined to take the
view of the membher for Geraldton (Mr. Will-
cock) that the information was withheld from
the public because, had it been known, it would
bhave made a difference in the election results.

The Minister for Works: It would have made
ne differenge in my electorate.

Hon. P. COLLIER.: Now we have the Premier
and hia colleagues charging Mr. Robinson with
being & traitor, Yet they sat silent and endorzed
hin candidature at the last election. They aaid
in effect, *“ This is our candidate, vote for him
end return him.” And all the machinery of
their organisation was hehind Mr. Robinson
during the election. By their silence thay
assisted in an endeavour to return a man who,
to-day, they say is a traitor and guilty of trea-
cherous conduct towards them.

The Premier: I do not think I used those
words at all,

Hon, P. COLLIER: It does not matter what
were the words used. The Premier stated his
opinion of the Cabinet minute, and the Attorney
General drew up a contmet contrary to the
Cabinet minute ; therefore he was guilty of
treathery to his culleagues. Yes he was allowed
to go forward aa the candidate of the party,
and the electors of Canning were gllowed to vote
for him without any knowledge of what he had
done. There, I say, an injury has heen done
and the electora have suffered, Had this matter
been thrashed out in the House prior to the
lagt election, every member of the House would
have heen responsihle at the election for whatever
attitude he took up when this was disclosed.
Of course, it may he said that all members will
be responsible at the mext election. Bub that
will bo 2} years hence, which is entirely different
from being responsible at elections held only a
couple of months or o after the debate. I say
the Premier, in that respect too, has dome a
grievous injustice to the people by withholding
these facts for so long. 1 come now to the
remarks of the Leader of the Country Party. I
am glad to say that on the whole this debate has
been conducted free from acrimony or offensive
remarks. It was left to the Leader of the Country
Party to attempt to wash soiled political linen
in regard to this. The Leader of the Country
Party, I am informed, spent four hours on
Sunday ofternoon wading through the files.
Yet, apparently, ko was unable to extract there-
from sufficient material to altcw him to make
& mpeech of even 10 minutes without descending
to unworthy personalities, He occupied the
firat seven or cight minutes of his remarks with
a rehash regarding the introduction of the Bill,
facts with which every member was familiar
and which required no mental effort on his part,
When he had exhausted bimself on that—he
did not know suflicient abeut the contenta of the
file to speak on the merits of the case—he must
resort to talk about other contiacts. He re-
ferred to me and to other members on this
side of the House by saying that people who-live
in glass houses should not throw stones. The
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hon, member waa not able to get anything out
of the file, but waa content to take information
willy-nilly 'from the newspapers, accepting the
passing criticism of the day and asserting that I
had heen associated with some secret contrach
whith would not bear the light of day.

Mr. SPEAKER: I made the hon. member
withdraw that statement.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Quite so, but I cannot
allow it to pass without making some comment
upon it, Tt was a contemptible and wnworthy
remark for the leader of any party to make.
When I asked the hon. member what secret
eontract he referred to, he mentioned the Nevanas
contract. For that contract I am prepared to
accept any measure of responsibility due to me
as a member of the Government who carried
it out. However, the hon. member himself
showed that that contract had been the subject
of investigation by a Royal Commission.

The Minister for Minea: It had the light of day
thrown on it all right.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes, and the light of
night and the light of montha and years., The
member for Avon had no better ease to pub up

than to say that that contract would not bear.

the light of day. He inferred that there was
something dishonest and corrupt about it. It
wad a contemptible attitude for him to adopt.
If the hon. member thinks there was something
about that contract which would not hear the
light of dav, I wish to remind him that the
present Minister for Railways who was our
Premier, is to-day » member of the Country
Party and repfesents in the present Cabinet
the party of which the memher for Avon is the
leader. Yet the hon. member so far forgot
himself as to insinuate that this particular
contract entered into by the Scaddan Govern-
ment—we all accepted responsibility for it—
would not hear the light of day. Apparently the
hen member did not have enough intelligence
to understand that he was reflecting—if eny
reflection could he cast—not only upon me and
those associsted with me, but upon one of his
present colleagues, and one of the members of
the Ministry he is supporting. The member for
Williams-Narcogin (Mr, Johnaton) said that had
the Government who made the coatract been
in office to-day, we—meaning the Country
Party —would have shown our attitude in no
unriistakeable way. I interpret this to mean
that the Country Party would have voted the
Government out of office, and T take it the hon.
member was speaking for the Country Party.
While the hon. memher would vote the whole of
the Government out of office, is he not concermned
with the fact that there are two members of
the present Cabinet who were members of that
particular Government ? The hon. member
would vote the whole of the Qovernment out
of office, but he would not even censure two
Ministers who were members of that Cabinet!
?ﬂes not the hon, member see how inconsistent

e in?

Mr. Johnston: T said that was a matter for
later consideration.

Hon, P, COLLIER: The debate has re-

solved  itself intn a  miserahle, wretched
apology, A majority of members on
the (iovernment side have remained
disereetly  silent,. but those who have
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spoken have contented themselves with
making apologies. They are excusing and they
are not excusing ; they do not blame and yet
they do blame; they accept no responsibility,
and so it goes on. Appsrently we are to have
some of the Ministers, who were members of the
Lefroy Government and who made the contract,
continuing to administer the affaira of this
State. The Minister for Education who was
acting Premier at the time has told the country
through the Press that he kmew nothing about
this agreement for 18 mouths. Although the
Premier knew of it, although the Minister for
Works knew of it, and although the ex-Attomey
General (Mr. Draper) knew of it 18 months ago,
the Minister for Education did not learn of it
until June of the present year. For 18 months
it had been known to his colleagues ; not until
six months ago did he hear of it. With the
member for Geraldton (Mr. Willcock) I say I
do not believe him, I believe he is telling an
untruth. That is one of the untruths told in
connection with this contract, I am under no
delusion at all as to how the vote willgo ; I am
not concerned about that. Members will vote
sccording to their beliefs and their consciences,
and members on the other gide of the House will
take the responsibility for their vote. No
matter what the final outcome is, no matter
whether the responsibility for what has been
doune is properiy apportioned between the mem.
berg of the Cabinet who made the contract or
not, I am satisfied that the Opposition bave
only done their duty to the House and to the
country by afiording an opportunity to have
the question ventilated, discussed and voted
upon in this Chamber. ;

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

Ayes .
Noes ... e 30
Majority against ... 13
AYES,
Mr, Angwin Mr. McCallum
Mr. Chesson Alr. Munsie
Mr. Clydesdale : Mr. Simonu
Mr. Colller 1 Mr, Troy
Mr. Corboy I Mr. Walker
AMr, Heron I Mr. Willcock
Mr. Lambert Ar, Wilenn
Mr. Lutey Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Marzhall [Teller.)
NOES.
Mr. Angelo Mr, H., K. Maley
Mr. Boyland R Mr. Mann
Mr, Broun Sir Jfamee Milehell
Me, Carter Mr. Mony
Mrs. Cowan Mr. Ploekering
Mr, Davies Mr. Plesve
Mr. Denton Mr. Richardson
Mr. Durack Mr, Sanmipsen
Mr, George Mr, Scaddan
Mr. Gibson Mr. J. M. fmith
Mr, Harrfzon Mr. Stubbs
Air. Hickmott Mr. Teerdale
Mr. Johnston My, J. Thamson
Mr, Latham Mr. Undegwand
Mr. C. C. Maley M. Mullany

(Teiler.)
Question thua negatived.



[21 Decemser, 1921.]

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION.
Close of Sesgion.-

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitohell—
Northam) [12:40]: There are two Bills that
I wigh to get upon the Notice Paper for to-
morrow. Ome is to provide for the continua-
tion of the nine to nine clause in the Licensing
Act, and the other is in connection with the
rate of interest to be paid on loans as from the
end of December. It will be remembered that
we fix the rate of interest for each year. I
find I will have to ask the House to suspend the
Stending Orders to permit of these two Bills
being placed on the Notice Paper for to-morrow.

Mr. SPEAKER: The time for giving notice
has passed. Tt is necessary to suspend so much
of the Standing Orders as to enable these Bills
to be placed en the Notice Paper for to-morrow.

The PREMIER: I move—

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as to allow of the introduction of
Bills or motions without notice.

Question put and passed,

BILLS (2—FIRST READING.

1, General Loan and Inscribed Stock Act
Amendment.

2, Sale of Liquor Regulation Act Continuance,
Introduced by the Premier,

BILLS (2)—THIRD READING.
1, Closer Settlement.

2, Industrial Arbitration Act Amondmoent.

Transmitted to the Council.
Houoe adjourned al 12-48 aon. (Thursday.)
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The PRESIDENT took the -Chair at 3.0
p.m., and read prayers,

ASSENT TQ BILLS.

Message from the Govermor received and
read uotifying ussent to the undermentioned
Billa:— -

1, Courts of Session.

2, Perth Hebrew Congegation Lands,

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT-—-GRAIN
BILL.

The MINISTER ¥FOR EDUCATION (Hon,
H. P. Colebatch—East) [3.3]: With the per-
mission of the House, I desire to make =
brief statement to elear up what [ am sure
was purcly a misuwnderstanding, but  some-
thing which, withont cxplanation, might aj-
pear to be other than it was. During the
debate on the. Grain Bill T read to the Housge
what purported to be a copy of a memor-
andum writien by Mr. Lovekin, and handed
by hkim te Mr. Basil Murray. This ecopy had
been handed to me by Mr. Murray. Mr.
Lovekin peinted out that the copy was inae-
curate in that it contained a reference to
Clanse 19 of the Bill, whereas no sueh re-
ference was included in his memorandum.
At the time I was entirely at a loss to under-

stand how the error could have arisen, I

have since received an explanation from Mr.
Murray in which he points out that I was,
quite inadvertently, in soma way responsible
for the error. Mr, Murray called at my officc
with Mr. Lovekin’s memorandum. He was
only in my office for a moment. He read
the memorandum through, and he reminderd
me that when he read it I euggested to him
that probably Mr. ZLovekin meant 'the
schednle with Clause 19 by which the House



