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finish in about three weeks' time-allow
Ministers to go on with their faulty
administration until after May, that is
until we come back from the elections. I
could not allow that, after the faulty
administration which we have proved up
to the hilt. We could not allow the
Government to remain in power during
the recess. I want to turn them out at
the earliest possible moment, and there-
fore I intend to support the motion
moved by my leader.

MR. HIGHAM : I move that the
debate be adjourned.

THE MINISTER FOR MINES: It is the
intention of the Government to-morrow
to proceed with the motion until we come
to a division.

Ma. MORAN: We would like to make
an announcement too, that we shalt have
a word or two to say about that.

Motion passed, and the debate ad-
journed.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at nine minutes
to 11 o'clock until the next day.

Jtcgislatibte 0J Isrtg1,
Thursday, 26th November, 1903.

Binls (private, 2): EaLgoorlie Electric Power and PG
Lighting Agreemaent Validation, first read-
1- .. .. - . 2114

Kataingi Electric Li hting ad Power, in
Bil Commiittee rsum rerorted.......... 2314

Bil(public): Knoorti Trawaways Act Amend.
!4et h reading.................. 2314

Motion: Want of Confidence in the Government,
debate resumed (third day); Amendment
(to strike outb words) passed. question togs-
tived on division....................2314

TILE DEPUTY SPEAKER took the
Chair at 2-80 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the MINISTER FOR LANDS: Appoint-

ment and retirement of Mr. H. Smith,

recently tobacco expert of the Agricultural
Department.

By the MINISTER FOR RntLwA.s
Alterations in Railway Classification and
Rate Book.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

KALGOORLIE ELECTRIC POWER AND
LIGHTING AGREEMENT VALIDA-
TION BILL (PRIVATE).

Petition presented by Mr. BATH, pray-
ing that an agreement made between the
Kalgoorlie Electric Lighting and Power
Corporation, Limited, and the Kalgoorlie
Roads Board be validated.

Petition received.
Bill introduced by Mr. BATH, and read

a, first time.
Select Committee appointed by ballot,

comprising Mr. Atkins, Mr. Ferguson,
Mir. Foulkes, Mr. Taylor, also M.Nr, Bath
as mover; with the usual powers; to
report on the 3rd December.

XATANNING ELECTRIC LIGHTING AND
POWER BILL (PRIVATE).

IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the previous Sitting.
MR. ILLINOWORTH in the Chair; MR.

FOULKES in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 2 to end-agreed to.
Schedule-agreed to.
New Clause-Undertaker to supply

regular and efficient supply. of light upon
application:

On motion by MR. FOULKES, the fol-
lowing was added as Clause 13:-

The undertaker shall supply all persons
within such district with a regular and
efficient supply of electricity for lighting
purposes upon application, and on the "mne
terms upon which amy other person in such
district is under similr circumstanices entitled
to a corresponding supply.

Preamble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported with an amendment.

KALGOORLIE TRAMWAYS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

Read a third time, and transmitted to
the Legislative Council.

MOTION-WANT OF CONFIDENCE IN
THE GOVERNMENT.

THIRD DAY.

Debate resumed from the previous
sittirig.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS
(Hon. C. H. Ratson): Before I make ally
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remarks dealing with the motion before
the House, I understand that unwittingly
I have occasioned some inconvenience to
members by taking special precautions
last evening with regardl to this file
dealing with the stock jetty at Point
Sampson' It is an important ifie, and I
was anxious it should not be mixed up
with other papers, as it was probable
I would be the first speaker to-day;
and so that it should be readily
accessible, the file was locked up within
the precincts of the House. I thought
I would be at the House early this morn-
ing to make the file available; but I had
to go to Frenmantle on special business,
so that the papers were not available to
some members. However, they bad
been on the table from the 5th August,
and after all members cannot have
suffered serious inconvenience. I do not
intend to occupy the time of the House
for long, nor do I think it necessary.
Sufficient time has been wasted already ;
and I think that is also the opinion of a
great number of members in this House.
I am certain it is the opinion of a vast
number of the thinking people in this
State. The attack, so far as it has been
directed upon the Governmentas a whole,
it is not mny province to deal with; the
attack directed against the Minister for
Lands has been dealt with by him, I
think successfully; and I am sure every
member of the House must be convinced
of the integrity of purpose and energy of
my colleague, the Minister for-Lands.

MR. PIOoTT: Nobody doubted that.
THE MINISTER: I am glad to hear

no one doubted it. I am sure I never
doubted it, and I was always of opinion
the leader of the Opposition never doubted
it. It will be necessary, in order to deal
with the attack that has been made on
me and the administration of my depart-
mnent, to deal with the file relating to the
Point Sampson Jetty which was dealt
with by the leader of the Opposition. I
should like, before I proceed to deal with
the file, to congratulate the hon. gentle-
man, as my colleague the Minister for
Lands congratulated hini, at all events on
his courage. During a. long course of
political experience I have never yet
known a man enter the field so cheerfufly,
so slightly armed, and with--I say it with
all respect-such a very poor line of
attack. In dealing with this file I shall

have to refer to minutes that the bon.
gentlemen himself referred to; I shall
have to refer to a great many that be did
not refer to, for reasons best known to
himself. I shall also have to refer to one
which he represented was on this file, but
has no existence and never had nay
existence.

MR. PIGOT: We have witnesses to
that.

THE MIINISTER: In regard to that,
and in reply to the interjection, I would
like to point out the course which I pur-
sued when I found the hon. gentleman,
as I believed, made a mistake.

MR. PIGOTT: You can read my
note.

THE MINISTER: I believe the lion.
gentleman made a mistake: I am dealing
with the interjection now, not the bon.
gentleman's ow~n statement. I know that
he wishes to be honouirable in all things,
aind be admitted to me he had made a
mistake and I accept it as one. The first
minute on this file to which I wish to
refer deals with the early* history of the
construction of the jetty at Point Samp-
son. It has been inferred that I took
advantage of my position to have tbis
work, constructed for the benefit of the
member for Roebourne (Dr. Hicks) and
in order to influence his political conduct
in this Assembly. It is said the work is
one which should never have been con-
structed. [MR. PIGOTT: Hear, hear.]
It is said it has never been recommended
by any authority. It is said it has been
a political job, and the hon. member for
Dundas prided himself on that deliberate
charge, that it was a political job. T
will demonstrate to the House in a very
few words how ]ittle of the job there is
in connection with this work, and how
little I am responsible for its inception.
As to its never having been urged by
anyone, here is a telegram dated 30th
October, 1900, and I do not want to go
farther back than that.

.Ma. PIOTT: Why not make a start
and read the file where it refers to the
original scheme, the one that was to cost
a million and a quairter.

THE MINISTER: The hon. gentleman
stated his case in his own way and I
never interfered with him. Will he allow
me to state mine i n my own way?
He has this advantage, he is against me
and he can speak yet against me. The
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telegram is dated 80th October, 1900,
and is addressed to the Premier:

A representative gathering. consisting of
Roebourne and Cossack councillors, pastor-
abaste, mining men, merchants, and others
interested in the welfare of this district,
namely J. G. Meares, J. H. Church, J, With-
nell, Henry (1111am, F. W. Tesdale Smythe,
A. C. Gillam, C. R. H. Clifton, J. K. Weir, J.
Walker, T. Porter. T. Hardy, 3. Richmond,
H.L A, Hall, H. 3. Watson, W. Flinders Mofr-
risby, D). Gawthorne, Hf. Geyer Bangor, visited
Point Sampson and its surroundings yesterd ay
with a view to ascertaining the advisiliffty of
asking your Govern ment to provide stock
shipping facilities at the above-mentioned
place, 'You can well understand the delay and
damage to stock in lighting when all our sheep
are droved either east to Port Hedland or
west to Carnarvon to avoid this primitive
method, We would also call your attention
to the fact that seventy-five thousand sheep
are annually sold out of this Rtoebourne
district, not to mention big stock. We are
accompanied by Messrs. Rolland, Downes, and
Ower, who know our wants, and after an
exhaustive examination of the site, both from
landward and ieaward, we are more than
satisfied with its natural facilities for our
requirements. A resolution wais moved and
carried unanimously this very urgent matter
be immediately brought to your notice by
wire, and to respectfully beg that you will
endeavour to do all in your power to have the
jetty commenced as soon as possible.
There are many signatures to the tele-
gram. On that telegram, indorsed in Sir
John Forrest's own handwriting, is
this :

Reply that A812.000 have been placed in the
Loan Bill for Point Sampson Jetty, and that I
hope the work will soon be put in hand.
The next mninute on the file to which I
propose to call attention, and which the
leader of the Opposition did not call
attention to, is by the late Engineer-in..
Ohiet, Mr. C. Y. O'Connor, datedl 2nd
November, 1900:-

Hon. Premier wishes contract got out for a
jetty at Point Sampson on line originally pro-
posed, that is to say, going about due east
from Point Sampson into 1.2 feat of water, and
to widen out at end for aL portion of its length.
To stand 1.5 feet above high water. The
portion where sand is of ineufilcient depth to.
hold piles to be in the form of a rock embank-
ment.
Thea there is a report from Mr. Rolland,
who was then the resident engineer, dated
13th September. 1900:-

The Point Sampson Jetty is in a different
category from most of these on the coast, being
so mnuch exposed during the greater part of
the stock shipping season to both northerly
%nd easterly winds, which are then the pre-

vailing winds. No steamer would therefore
risk taking the ground as they do at Broome,
Derby,and Wyndham. on account of the danger
from a heavy swell rolling in before she could
get away. Placing the jetty in 12 feet water,
therefore, limits the time during which a
steamer can be at the jetty, and with mobs of
2,000 or 3,000 sheep to ship a steamer would
either leave part to the detriment of the shipper,
or have to haul off the jetty during low water
and return at high water, to the i nconrenience
and delay of the ship.
This report is only dealing with the pre-
vailing winds and the swell and with the
state of the shipping; but what Mr.
Rolland then recommends is a jetty, in
dotted black line shown on plan.

MR. PIGOTT: Does he recommend
thatlH

THE MINISTER: He recommends a
jetty as shown by the dotted black line
on tbis file, at an estimated cost of
X217,730. 1 propose to mniss a great deal
and pass to where I conme on the
scene. The leader of the Opposition has
held 'me up to a certain amount of ridi-
cule by mistake, b y saying the first
minute on this file was to the effect or
was in these actual words.

Dr. Hicks recommends, and this had better
be put in hand at once. H~e knows cost, about
£20,000.

I aaked for the date of (hat minute, and
the hon. gentleman said the 11th Feb-
ruary. My minute of the 11th February
is to this eftect:-

This jetty had better be put in hand, and
Dr. Hicks a4dised accordingly.
That is the procedure I have adopted in
regard to almost every work that has been
put in band since I entered office. When
it is authorised that a start shall be
made, I have considered it my duty to
advise the member for the district of the

i fact; and that I have done not only in
regard to Dr. Hicks, but in regard to
almost every member of the House, no
natter on which side he sits. Ltd us see

hoiw this niarter wabs brought to mny
attention. There is at minute, from Mr.
James Thompson. inspecting engineer,
dated 3rd February, to Mr. Salter, who
was t hen actin g assistan t to th e E ngi neer-
in-Chief. Mr. Thompson Pays,:

Mr. Aubrey Hall (Cossack) is asking whether
there is a prospect of this jetty construction
work being started. Can you ascertain hon.
Minister's wishes in the matter? Wouid draw
attention particularly to my memo, of io-io-{n
hereunder.

[&SSEMBLY.] Debate, third day.
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That is where Mr. Thompson says that,
to be effective, this jetty requires to be
1,800 feet long, and he gives the cost.

MR. PIGOTT: At what cost?
THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: A

cost of Y17,000.
In addition, there will be the cost of pro-

viding a water supply, say X3000; in addition
to this, a bridge.
But the jetty recommended was to cost
21 7,000. There are many other things
besides a bridge which I have no doubt
would greatly facilitate business, and be
much to the advutage of Cossack and
district; but the £1t7,000 was for the
jetty, and the jetty alone we have now
under discussion. If I may be pardoned
for a moment, capital was' sought to be
made of the fact that a previous Minister
for Works, my colleague 'Mr. Kingsmill,
said that this work could stand over for
the present; that he knew tbe district,
and that he, for political reasons also,
determined that the work should stand
on one side. Now, following that minute
by Mr. Kingamill that the work must
stand over for the present, is a remark by
the Under Secretary, stating, in giving his
interpretation of that minute : "I under-
stand that the Minister is not disposed to
give any instruction to do an-ything in
this matter, seeing that the Loan Esti-
mnates are not passed." That was the
only reason. Mir. Salter writes to Mr.
James Thompson :-" Beyond what is
stated immediately hereunder, have you
received instructions not to proceed
f.rther with the work or with the plans
for it?" And Mr. 'lhompson replies,
"No ;" so that he is going on with the

plans and the preparations for the work.
I have read Mr. Thompson's minute
calling my special attention to the work,
and asking whathe was to do. And here
T conmc upon a minute from Mr. Black ,
the acting Under Secretary, to me: " This
is a matter you discussed with Mr. James
Thompson the other morning." No.
"Dr. Hicks recommends." "Will you
kindly say what is your decision ?"'
In reply to that I wrote : " This jetty had
better be put in hand, and Dr. Hicks,
M.T2.A., advised accordingly." Now
what else could I have done? Parlia-
ment had, at the request of Sir John
Forrest. voted £1-2,000 for this work, and
had passed the item on the Loan Esti-
mates. When, Sir John Forrest intro-

duced those Estimates on the 80th
October, 1900, this is what he said:-

Thea we propose also to do a number of
works, especially one at Point Sampson. near
Cossack, which will cost £912,000. On these
Estimates T have provided for a stock jetty,
that being much required. That district has
been under great disability for many years.
owing to the difficulty of shipping stock, and
is the only part of the coast where stock can-
not be shipped easily. In most other places
stock can be shipped more easily than at
Cosawk, though Cossack is the principal port
for shipping on the North-West coas&i. We
propose to build a jetty which will not be quite
close to Cossack, but three or four miles away.
It will, however, give people the advantage of
shipping their stock from the jetty direct.

Now Parliament bad decided that there
should be a jetty at Point Sampson, and
had voted £212,000 for that purpose. Sir
John Forrest had given the people a dis-
tinct and definite assurance that the work
should he done as quickly as possible.
That was the position as I found it.
Does the leader of the Opposition wish to
say that I had any right at all to delay
the construction of that work, or to refuse
to carry out the pledge not only of a
former Minister but of a former head of
the Governiuent? Are we tounderstand
that the position the hon. member would
take up if he succeeded in carrying the
motion, and if-I wish to enihsise the
"if "-if he did assume the reins of
power, is that he would feel himself
bound to throw over all works promised,
to throw over all the Estimates, to be
regardless of any promise made. in people
throughout the country, until he was
personally satisfied of the necessity for
the works which had been promised? Is
that the position? [In PIGOTT: Yes.]
Well it may be a satisfactory position for
the hon. member to take as regards the
country; but the bon. member would
have, within my limited sphere of duty,
some few hundred works to inquire into,
and concerning the necessity for which
he would have to prrsonaliy satisfy him-

*self. However energetic he might be,
some considerable delay would result.

MR. JAcoaY: What is a Minister for?
THE MI1qISTER± What is a Minister

for ? We have had from that Mrat
authority, the member for the Swan, a
statement of what a M inister is for. He
has told us that Ministers are not to
trouble about details; that we are to be
concerned with high principles only. Yet
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to-day he asks, what is a Minister for if
not to inquire into every item, and to
personall y satisfy himself as to the neces-
sity for every work.

MR. JACOBY: Do you call public
works detailsP

THE MINISTER: Are those the high
principles with which a Minister is to he
solely concernedP Are they not the
details with which the member for the
Swan says it is no part of a Minister's
duty to concern himself? Let us have a
little consistency.

MR. J ACOBY: You neglect public works
and look after the office-boy.

THE MINISTER: Before I sit down
I will demonstrate to the hon. member
and to the House how I have looked after
public works and the office-boy also. We
have had it said that there is no re-
commendation for this work. I have
read some recommendations. I say
that statement is without the slightest
foundation ; that the very reverse is
true. There has been only one word
said in disparagement of this work;
and as to its not being needed the only
authority against the work-I say so with
all respect-is the leader of the Opposi-
tion himself. In addition to the names
of those I have mentioned as favouring
the work, or perhaps I may be repeat-
ing some names, the work has been dis-
tinctly recommended and urged by
Dalgety & Company. Are they entitled
to express an opinion ? Are they likely
to be politically biased in favour of the
member for Roebourne (Dr. Hicks),
would they write a letter to Sir Johu
Forrest, urging the necessity for this
work, and pointing out how it would
be a revenue,- producing undertaking,
would they do this simply to please the
member for Roebourne ? It has been
recommended by the two Wittenooms, the
two Ricbardsons, the two Sholls, by
Mcflae, by Meares, by Church. by Hard-
ing, by Porter, by Stayer, by Hamersley,
by Broadhurst, by Grillim, by the two
Withrnells, by Oherrilk, by Watson, by
Gillam, by Hall, and by many others.
These, I suppose, are not to weigh in the
scale at all : their opinions are to go for
nothing. Because the leader of the Op-
position says the work is unnecessary,
enough has been said. The Minister who
prefers to rely on opinions such as I have

quoted is a most improper person to hold
office.

MR. ATKINS: Are those names on
your files?

THE MINISTER: Every one of them.
I am not quoting anything without
authority; and I can assure the hon.
member that I am not attempting to mis-
lead; that every word I have quoted is
on this file ; and that every name I have
mentioned appears therein. The leader
of the Opposition referred to the fact
that Sir Edward Wittenooin had written
to me asking what it was intended to do
in regard to) this jetty. Well, had he
not a perfect right to ask me ?

AIR. PIGOoT: I ranted your answer to
his letter.

TuB MINISTER: Well, here is the
letter of Sir Edward Wittenoomn asking
for certain information, and here is
my reply giving it. Surely' Sir Edward
Wittenoum or anyone else is fuldly entitled
to ask me what is intended to be done in
any district, and I have a perfect right to
give him a truthful reply, as I did in this
instance. I have been at a loss to under-
stand what has raised the ire of the
leader of the Opposition in regard to this
unfortunate jetty. I have racked my
brains to understand the cause of his
annoyance, and I confess it was not
until I went through this file once more,
yesterday, and came across a certain
telegram, that I could by any means
accounit for it. But perhaps the wording
of this telegram, with which I do not
profess to wholly agree, may explain the
hon. member's indignation. The tele-
grain was received at Fremantle on the
20th December, 1902, and reads as
follows :

Church, Meanes, wire ud advising some
opposition passage on Estimates; additional
money required completion of Point Sampson
stock jetty. If you think important, please
wire us any statement made prejudicial to the
work. Wittenoomi, two Richardsons. two
Sholls, McF~ae Meares, Church will support you
in impressing Government that the work is a
practical one and of vital importance to Roe-
boune district. Please point out anomaly
that the premier sheep-breeding district of
the State is the only one without sea outlet
surplus stock, which in event of closing of
stock routes by drought would result in
calamity. Almost every practical and pro-
fessional am consulted is of opinion that
jetty, for depth water any state tide, for good
approach f or boats, ships, and stock, and for
nearness of feed and water, promises be finest



Want f Cofidece: 26 NovEMDER, 1903.] Deathrdy. 21

stock jetty on coast. To beat of our knowledge
no sailing musters have expressed inability
put their ships alongside jetty. Most said was
that in heavy easterly weather they would not
work. Fremantle sea jetty, carrying nearly
whole of sea-boat traffic, Western Australia, had
precisely simnilar limitations. Moreover, strong
easterly weather only occurs occasionally.
You will readily understand masters of
steamers in North-West trade are rot efger
for jetty accommodation in exchange for
steam tender, but this purely selfish view,
and Dot in best interests oar chief indus-
try. We are at loss to understand Mr.
Pigott's attitude. He is neither seaman or
pastoralist, and has not been on jetty site.
This statement shipping authorities are Dot
in favour Point Sampson jetty is absolutely
contrary to fact. Farther, Mr. Pigott does
not voice local feeling; in fact, is unknown
this district. Please inform Mr. James that
the start made by contractor is being watched
with greatest interest and appreciation locally,
in the hope that we will speedily be placed on
equal terms with rest of northern ports.

There are a great many signatures to
that telegram, and I can quite under-
stand, as the bon. member must have
seen it long ago during the months this
file was on the table, that it must have
aroused his ire. I do not say that I
agree with the telegram by any means.
It is not my expression of opinion. For
instance, I should hardly say that Mr.
Figott is no seaman.

MR. THOMAS: We thank you for read-
ing the wire.

Tan MINISTER: I thank you for
your thanks.

MR. JACOBY: Very nice and ladylike.
THE MINISTER: I should be in-

cllntd to agree that the leader of the
Opposition was a seaman, for there is a.
good deal of the " ancient mariner " about
him.

.Mn. THOMAS: He has had a good deal
of experience in that line.

THE MINISTER: Yes; I have been
to sea.

Mn. THOMAS: I think you fellows are
pretty well at sea now.

THE MINISTER: Tilere is a, letter
following on that telegram dated the
24th December. 1902, signed by Mr. A.'Rt. Richardson. Mr. Richardson was
formerly Minister for Lands in this State,
and I presume that he would be looked
upon as an authority nearly approach-
ing-

Mr. THom~s: A man whose honesty
could not be impugned, Certainly.

THE MINISTER: I am not referring
to the hon. member. I should not mention
honesty or probity in connection with
him. I was addressing my remarks
through You, sir, to the leader of the
Opposition. There is a letter from Mr.

fi hrdson, who was Minister for Lands,
dated the 24th December, 1902. It is
addressed to mae, and is on this file. It
has been there all along. He says:-

Re Point Sampson Jetty. The committee
at Cossack wire mec desiring I would give you
any information or data in my knowledge that
would likely be of service to you in coming
to a safe and just decision as to this work, as
between the objectors and critics on,~ the one

Iside and the advocates on the opposite side.
No doubt you have had the jacket before you.
which would probably give you the history of
the undertaking, and amongst the items of
information therein contained there would
possibly be my letter to Sir John F~ormast,

*Premier, in which I specially urged him to
provide some funds on the Estimates to carry

*out this work-
There is a previous letter here.
-or as much of it as would form a substantial
and useful beginning, and in consequence of
which, combined with previous consideration,
Sir John had an amount of £912,000 put on the
Estimates, and agreed to by Parliament. In
that letter I dealt with many, of the argu-
ments for and against the work, sad also with
the question as to the position or locality of
the work, and I need not repeat them, beyond
again reminding you that one of the earliest
official and authoritative recommendations
relative to this work was by Lieutenant
(or C ommander) Dawson, R.N. I believe
the whole suen and force of the objec-
tions to this work, that is. from a nauti-
cal point of view, is that the position is
exposed to the force of the easterly winds,
which blow with a certain amount of force
between May and October, during certain
hour-s of the day, from about or before day-
light to about 2 p.m. Well, without going
into any professional or scientific treatment of
these objections, one most common-sense and
practical answer to them is that the degree
of exposure and the force of the winds and the
hindrances that they may create are about
exactly the same there as they are-Ca.) at
the present anchorage of all steamers calling
at Cossack, where they now invariably dis-
charge their cargoes into lighters lying along-
side of them; (b.) and about the s-a degree
of exposure as at Onslow, Jetty. Cania-von
Jetty. and the old Fremantle Jetty (as to
southerly winds), and from which all vessels
and steamers whose draught permitted it did
in former days take in and discharge their
cargoes from.
He goes on to speak of the characteristics
of the place, and assures me that in his
opinion and as one qualified to judge
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steamers will be able to take in and
discharge cargo there, if the jetty is
constructed.

MR. PIGOTT:- Did you say "cargo?
THE MINISTER: Cargo. The" docu-

ment also contains the following:
She only requires a few hours, say three

hours, to take in a good cargo of sheep or
cattle and get away, and the live stock trade is
a most important feature of the work. I
would also venture to state here that when I
was advocating the construction of the present
Port Hedland jetty (end while a member of
the Government T had a good deal to do with
the getting of that work sanctioned and
passed through the House), all the objectors,
including nearly all the captains of the
steamers (except one), confidently asserted it
would not be of much service and that
steamers would not go in there nor use it,
hut what is the result? It is one of the most
useful and much-used works in the district.
It is also statAd that the fat stock will not be
shipped from the jetty as they travel oterlrnd.
Of course they travel overland vow. Whet
else could they do?~ They could never ship
them from lighters at Cossack, so they must
travel overland.
There we have the opinion of a gentle-
man who advocated the Port Hedland
jetty in the face of obstruction, in the
face of adverse criticism, and that jetty
has turned out to be a distinct success.
The same gentleman, in spite of criticism,
advocates the Point Sampson jetty. May
-we not claim that he will be as right in
the case of the Point Sampson jetty as
he was in the case of the Port Hedlaud
jettyP

MR. THomAs:- Is this your profes-
sional advice?

THaE MINISTER:- I will give the hon.
mombher professional advice. I am now
giving to the House the advice of a man
whose opinion is infinitely preferable to
that of the member for Duudas, at all
events.

Mn. TwoxAs: I do not reckon it pro-
fessional advice.

THE@ MINISTER: Here is another
minute of mine upon this file to which
the 'bon. member did not draw attention;
surely this time not by mistake, at all
events. After the debate in this House,
when doubt had been thrown upon the
necessity for this jetty, I wrote this-
minute.

Doubt has been raised as to whether thin
jetty if constructed will prove of any practical
service. I should like to have remarks of
Engineer-in-Chief and his officers hereon. The
matter seems to have been fully gene into,

but in the light of adverse comment farther
report is necessary.

What more could I do than thatP The
bon. member says there is no professional
opinion, and the hon, member for Dundas
wants to know where it is. I will give it
in the reply to that minute. These
papers are the top ones on this file, yet
they were not referred to.

Mn. THOMAS: That is after the debate,
I take it.

Tax MINISTER: After the previous
debate, but before this debate; very
much before. Tbe reply to that minute
reads thus: -

The objection to the prac(tical use of this
jetty when constructed is its exposed position,
the assumption being that steamers will not
be able to remain alongside and work cargo.
The structure is primarily made for shipping
sheep, and this is carried on principally during
the winter months. During these months the
wind is almost invariably from the east, with
fine weather, but both wind and sea are dead
on the jetty. The head of the jetty has been
placed in such a position as to be parallel to a
line midway between the set of the tidal
current and the prevailing winter swell. As
a matter of fact these very nearly coincide.
in my experience it has been seldom that
lightering could not be carried on when the
steamers have been anchored in the open
roadstead. and then the trouble has been not
with the motion of the steamer, but the
motion of the lighter. In my opinion the
range at the jetty for coastal steamers will
only be dangerous when an easterly gale is
blowing. Owing to the comparatively shoal
water for a long distance saeaward of the jetty
the swell quickly goes down after the wind falls.
Winter gales seldom occur, and do not last
long. In summer the prevailing winds are
westerly, from which the jetty is quite pro-
tected, the only exception being a hurricane,
when no steamers would attempt tVi lie along-
side the jetty.

That is signed by Mr. Rolland, resident
engineer. This is a ninute by Mr.
James Thompson, inspecting engineer,
addressed to the Engineer-in- Chief:-

Mr. Rolland's remarks above for the in-
formation of the Minister. There is no doubt
as to the practical utility of the jetty (when
completed) for the greater portion of the year,
and its direction was carefully fixed so that
vessels will lie with their heads to the pre-
vailing wind in winter.

That is Ftigned by Mr. James Thompson,
the inspecting engineer. Yet the hon.
member says there is no professional
opinion.

Ma. PxaonT: Neither is there.

Debate, third day.
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THE MINISTER: Do you say these
gontlemen are not entitled to give an
opinion?9

Mu. PIGOTT: When did he give the
opinion ?

THE MINISTER: I have read the
minute whidr, called for that opinion.

Ma. THOMAS:. The date ?
THE INISTER: If the hon. mem-

ber, who occupied a considerable portion
of the time of this House, wants any in-
formation from me, he knows the proper
way to get it, and I shall be very much
obliged to him if he will allow me the
privilege which every accused mau
amongst, fair-minded people, at all events,
finds of defending himself.

Mu. Tuox&s:. Ministers never inter-
interjected to mie when I was speaking,
did they?

THrE MINISTER FR jAwnDs:- I did not,
I think. (General laughter.)

THE MINISTER:- The letter of mine
to which those minutes are an answer is
dated the 23rd December, 1902. Mr..
Rolland's report is dated the .5th Janu-
ary, 1903, and Mr. James Thompson's
the 8th January, 1903. But if the query
as to these dates-

Mu. PIGOTT: I have read those letters.
THE MINISTER: If that question is

asked for the purpose of saying that
because of these dates there was no prior
professional opinion-

MR. PIGOTTr: Yes; thatisewhat Iwant.
T LfEMINISTEIR:If that isthe reason,

I ilgive some prior professional
opinions.

MsR. PIsOoTT: You won't have any
prior opinions.

TusE MINISTER:- Is this early enough,
13th December, 1900:-

1 beg to forward the attached tracing show-
ing plans, sections, and cross-sections.
I gave an extract from this before, but it
seems it was not enough. I will give
enough of it now.

MR. PIGOTT; I have read it.
THE MINISTER:- Oh, you know it.

You know there is professional-you
1know what is in that letter. The letter
says:

I beg to for'ward attached tracing showing
plan, section, and cross-sections of site, which
I would suggest sbould beadopted as allowing
the mast ennorical construction of a jetty at
Point Sampson. In accordance with your
telegramn of 29th November, I laid out borings

on a line due east from "K'R into 12 feet of
water. I would strongly urge that if the jetty
is to be constructed, it should be continued
into water of at least 1S feet at low Water.
This would permit of the approach of nearly
all steamers on this coast at any time of the
tide.
Now, is there no professional opinion?

MR. PIOTT: There is no professional
opinion as to the advisability of the con-
struction of the jetty.

Tin MINISTER: It is useless to
argue farther. The hon. gentleman has
said there is no professional opinion on
this file. I decline to quote any more.
I havwe quoted one opinion dated 1900,
and I have quoted two dated 1903; I
have quoted the evidence of a former
'Minister for Lands, Mr. Richardson,
a man who is respected throughout the
length and breadth of this State, and
who knows that coast if ever a manm
did know it; I have quoted the opinion
of an officer of one of the leading mer-
cantile and shipping firms of Western
Australia, Dalgety & Co.; I have quoted
the opinions of others who supported
this jetty, people ~whobare entitled to he
held, and are held in the highest respect.
I think it is absolutely unnecessary to
quote any more, and certainly it would
be futile to quote them to men who are
determiued that no evidence will con-
vince them, having made up their minds
one way, so that nothing will turn them.

Ms. NANsos : Is there anything about
the need of a6 break water?
TEE MINISTER: There is nothing

in connection with that. The jetty is
constructed now.

Ms. JAcoRY:- It cannot stand without
a breakwater.

THE MINISTER : If the hon. gentle-
men gives that as his own opinion, tne
House will take it for what it is worth ;
but if he says it is on the file, I chal-
lenge him to produce it.

MR. HOLMES: The hon. member is
wiped out, in one act.

THE MINISTER:- Now it has been
said that mine has been faulty adminis-
tration, that there hats been no saving,
that I have looked after the office-boy
instead of looking after high prineiples
or details; and that, if you please, if I
had looked after details there would
have been a better result. If I apply
the only test I think can he applied, or
one of the tests that should be applied-

[26 NovEmBER, 1903.]Want of Confidenoe ,
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what it costs to do the work and to
administrate, or what is the percentage
of administration to the volume of work
done-then I give these figures to the
House; not imagination and not figures
conjured,* by me, but actual facts. The
hon. member need not take them down.
I will hand them to him.

MR. THOMAS: I will take down what I
want.

THE MINISTER: But you will please
take down what I sayv.

MR. THOMAS: I will take down only
what I want.

THE MINISTER: I am painfully
aware of that fact. The percentage of
salaries to the amount expended on
revenue works under the control of the
Minister for Works in the year 1898-9
was 14-33; in the year 1899-1900 it was
15,63. In the financial year which has
just expired the percentage of salaries to
work done was 7-90, a reduction of one
half, Is that faulty administration?
Has that been accomplished with the
sacrifice of efficiencyP I am not speaking
of myself, so I am at liberty to speak in
a way in w~hich I would not otherwise
speak. In the Public Works Department
of to-day we have a thoroughly efficient
service, and men capable, qualified, willing
and able to do anything, to go anywhere
and to overcome any obstacle put in their
way. Now that is done at an adminis-
trative cost of 7,90 in the year just gone
by.

HON. F. H. PIEaSE: Do you not think
these officers were ready to do the same
in years gone by?

THE MINISTER: I have no doubt.
I am now giving actual figures, and I say
that the reduction which has been brought
about has not been brought about at a
sacrifice of efficiency. That is all. As
last year the percentage of cost was 7-90,
so this year I have every confidence in
saying that the cost will be very little if
anything over 5 per cent., and I say
without hesitation that there we have
reached the irreducible minimum. Again
I ask, is that faulty administration ? Is
thatevidence of not trying to do my dutye
Is that evidence of not applying myself
to the work before rue? Is that not
evidence- I say it is evidence of honest
endeavour to do honest workP Now
perhaps the figures appeal to one's mind
more forcibly, or are more borne upon

one's mind when we take the expenditure.
I am dealing with the actual expenditure

*and not with estimates. In the year
*1898-1899 the actual expenditure on
works was X285,027, and the revenue
salaries were £40,868. In the year that
is just past the actual revenue expen-
diture was £396,704, and the actual ex-
penditure on Salaries was £31,347.

MR. PIGOTT: What percentage?
THE MINISTER: That percentage is

7-90. Take the next year, which is even
more marked. In 1899-1900 the revenue
expenditure on works was £2194,725.
The revenue expenditure on salaries was
£230,'458. That percentage, again for the
hon. member's information, was 15-63.
In 1902-3 the expenditure to revenue was
£0396,704, and the expenditure on salaries
was £31.347.

MR. PIGOoT: That is what you said
just now.

THE MINISTER; I could not possibly
make any mistake. If I repeated tbe

'figures a hundred times they would still
be the same.

MR. PIGOTrT: I am pleased to hear it.
Tus MINISTER: I am delighted to

have pleased the hon. member for once
in my life. What I want to impress
upon members is that last year we did
work at a cost of £201 ,979 more than in
the year 1899-1900, for an expenditure in
salaries of £889 more. In other words
we did double the work for very little
more cost. As to the accusation that I,
stated the cost of this jetty at £12,000
with a deliberate intention of misleading
the House so as insure the passage of the
vote, for that is the statement that I
deliberately misled the House as to the
cost, and that I bad made a false statement
for insuring the passage of the vote, or,
not to mince words, that I lied to the
House. So far from that being a fact, the
item £11,688 l3s. 4d. was put and passed
without any word from me as to the cost
of the jetty, and without any statementat
-all from mec except that I would have in-
quiry made having regard to the statement
that the hon. member for East Kimberley
had made to me concerning it. For that
statement I thanked him, and I was

*indeed grateful because I was sure that
what he said was given in all good faith
and with a desire on the hon. member's
part to do his duty. Let me remind him
that I carried out that promise faithfully
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to the letter. r said to the hon. member
that, if he would come to my office, I
would be glad to show to him the papers.
I had them at his disposal week after
week.

MR. PIGOTT: I was not here.
THE MINISTER: I believe the hon.

member was away.
MR. PIOTT: When I went for them

they were not there. I will be just. as
fair to you.

THE MINISTER: Pardon me. The
papers have always been at the disposal
of the hon. member. There is nothing
in that, for they had a right to be at his
disposal, but I said I would have farther
inquiry made. Did I not have that
farther inquiry made? Let me again
read the minute:

Doubt has been raised as to whether this
jetty, if constructed, will prove of any prac-
tical service. I should like to have the
remarks of the Engineer-in.Chief and his
officers hereon. The matter seems to have
been fully gone into, but in the light of
adverse comments a farther report is neces-
sary.
I carried out the promise I made. But
how could I have misled the House
when I made no statement as to the cost
or anything else, exccept a promise which
I have carried out, until after the main
item £11,688 13s. 4d. had passed with
remarks from Mr. Pigott, a few from
myself, very few remarks from the
member for Roebourne, and absolutely
none from anyone else. [Interjection by
Mr. J~co~r.] Don't let the bon. member
for the Swam think I am trying to dodge
anything. I am speaking of actual facts.
The debate which followed was on the
item of £231 6s. 8d.

Ma. PIGOTrT: What item was that?
THR MINISTER: " Point Sampson

stock jetty and approaches." The state-
ment nlow is tQi be fined down-

AIR. PIGOTT: Not at all.
THE MINISTER: In my opinion the

statement is to be fined down to this,
that I deliberatelyv lied to the House to
secure the passage of a vote of £2381 6s.
8d. Does that satisfy the hon. memberP
because that is no doubt the position, for
the other vote had passed. Was it worth
while-what motive could I possibly have
hade It was perfectly immaterial to me
then, and it is perfectly immaterial to me
now, whether there is ever a jetty at
Point Sampson or anywhere else, except

for this, that I honestly believe it is
a necessary work that has been repeatedly
promised by people whio are in a position
to judge, and it has been frequently
recommended by those who are in a
position to know. First I was asked,
"Had a contract been let?" I said
"yes; " then I was asked, " What was
the amountO" And I said it was
£12,000 for the construction of a jetty
1,800 feet long. It is said -I must have
known what the actual figures were,
because I knew what the actual length
was. If members will turn to a copy of
the Loan Estimates of last year, they will

Isee the actual length, 1,800 feet which I
quoted, is shown on those Estimates, so I
could not wake any mistake thete; but
there is no contract pr-ice shown at all.
I had present in my mind, and only
present in my mind, the provision of
£12,000. I am going to say exactly
what is in my mind now at all events. I
had present in my mind the provision of
the £12,000, which Parliament bad pre-
viously passed. It has been said I con-
tradicted the member for the Murray
(Mr. Atkins) when he said a contract
bad been let for £16,000 odd. That I
absolutely deny. I should indeed be
foolish if I did anything of the sort.

IWhen the member for the Murray said
that was the contract price, I knew it
must be; I knew he would not make
misstatements in the House, and I knew
that he, for reasons which it is wholly
unnecessary to explain and entirely to
the credit of the member, not casting any
insinuations-that is not in my line at A
-that he would be in aposition to know,
and when he said that was the amount,
it was the amount.

MR. ATRiNs: Our firm tendered for
it, therefore you are quite right.

THE MINISTER: Apart from that
altogether, I was not referring to whether
the hon. member's firm had or had not
tendered. The hen, member having been
for many years a contractor naturally
watches these things, and when he says
that is the price of certain work, anyone
would accept his word. I should be fool-
ish indeed to contradict it. I adamit in
sailing X12,000 that it was a. mistake,
manifestly to every fair-minded man in
the House it was a mistake pure and
simple. I could have no object: what
possible object could I have hadF To
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secure the passing of the vote, someone
says. But the vo 'te was passed all but
£300. Then by inference I am accused
of having unduly favoured one member
of the House. That I submit, and I
submit it with the utmost confidence-
there is no ad snieericordiam appeal about
this-I did make a mistake, and I ad-
mnitted it honestly. I make no appeal
now, but I issue a challenge, and I defy
any member of the House who has suffi-
cient generosity--but generosity is not
the word; there is sufficient fair play,
amongst members I am sure to admit
the truth of this statement-I make it
without hesitation or fear of denial from
any member or anyone, that any member
of this House when he has approached
me has been received with courtesy and
respect, and so far as I could meet his
wishes and so far as I could honestly
carry out the works, they have been car-
ried out; they have been carried out
wholly irrespective of what the man's
political opinions were or where be sits in
the House. I make that statement, and
I challenge contradiction.

Ma. TAYLOR. It is not so With all
Ministers.

THn MINISTER: I row my own
boat. I am here to defend myself, and
if nece6ssary I can defend my colleagues.
There has been quite enough limelight;
we have a. little daylight now, a little
honesty at all events.

Ms. CONDOS:- A nice change.
Theg MINISTER:- It would be to the

hon. member. I say if necessary I am
prepared to defend my colleagues too,
because I know that each and every one
of them has been actuated only by one
desire, and that is a desire to honestly do
their duty to this State; that is all.

Honq. F. H. PrEssE: Better if they
had recognised that other people were
equally honest in trying to do their duty.

THE MINISTER: We recognised it.
Hox. F. H. PiaSsE: They never did;

they used to criticise more than anyone
else.

MR. Comwou: You (the Minister)
would be more useful as a pnivate
member.

THE MINISTER:- I did not quite
catch the point of order. I say if neces-
sary, and I repeat it, I am prepared to
defend, but they need no defence, if they
do I am prepared to defend each of my

1colleagues; and as I said for myself I
say also for them, I defy anyone to bring
one dishonest transaction to their door,
any one of them.

Mm. THOMAS: We are not accusing you
of dishonesty.

THE MINISTER: What has it been,
then?

MR. THOMAS: Malad Ministration.
TaE MINISTER: You have accused

us of maladministration.
Mn. THOMAS: Everyone of you.
IRE MINISTER: Yes; and I have

quoted the result of my administration,
at all events.

ME. THOMAS: Which is not much.
Tasz MINISTER: It is a great deal

more than the hon. member will ever be
capable of.

Mn. THiOMAS: Self-praise.
THE PREMIEri: That is no standard.
PiE NISTER: No. We have had,

during the course of this debate, a great
deal of inference and innuendo.

Mn. THOMAS: No inference and inn-
uendo from me; but direct charges.

Tnt MINISTER: I repeat, a great
deal of inference and innuendo.

Mn, TH~Omrs: No; not from me, but
direct statements.

THE MINISTER: The bon, member
for Dundas seemns to be under the impres-
sion that he is everybod 'y.

MR. THOMAS:- No; I yield to you in
that,

THE MINISTER: There has been a6
great deal of inference and innuendo, and
so far as I am concerned if you have
anything to say about. me, come out into

ithe open-I do not mean outside the
IHouse -- (laughter) if necessary even
ithere too-(laughter). I say come out
here and say it openly, come from behind
the hedge.

Mn. THaoMAs: I have niot been behind
the hedge yet.

Tan "MINISTER: A-nd I will come to
meet you half way.

hedg CO~oE.on Which side of the
Meg were you on when you sat on the

Opposition side.
THE MINISTER: I say I am pre-

pared to meet any charge that may be
brought against me as I have met those

Iwhic h havce been brought, but I do not
want innuendo, I do not. want attacks by

Iway of inference.

CASSEMBLY.] Debate, third day.
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'A. THOMAS: Only two Speeches have
been delivered, and there haa heen no
innuendo, but direct statements.

THE MINISTER: When the hon.
gentleman gets a little more political age
on him he will not rush into the field
with such avidity. 'He has just said
what I wanted him to say. He made
certain statements in the House last night
and I ask if they were by way of insinu-
ati on.

MR. THOMAS : I said "1no; " I made
direct statements.

Tnt MINISTER: The only possible
construct ion that could be placed on th'e
remarks was what the hon. member
intended.

Mn. Tnoxts:- Certainly.
THE MINISTER: and the member

repeats them to-day.
MRt. THOMAS: Certainly.
THE MINISTER: It comes with very

bad grace from the member for Dundas.
I was nearly forgetting one part of the
accusation against me, the one in refer-
ence to the Esperance survey.

[Sitting suspended for 10 minutes.]
TnnE MINISTER FOR WORKS

(continuing): Dealing with the Esper-
ance survey, I am glad of this suspension ;
because in the course of debaLte one is apt I
to be carried away by one's feelings, and
to say things which one aftk-rwards
regrets. I wish to say, in reference to
the remark made last night by the mem-
ber for Dundas (Mr. Thomas) as to this
survey, that he could have had but one
object when he wrote tue this letter.

Dear Mrt. Rason,-Could you oblige me by
letting me see the following files: those deal-
ing with the survey Gol-iflelds.Esperanee, and
those dealing with the survey Southern Cross
to Co,)lgardie?
I make no comment as to the methods of
a man who call write, "Dea Mr, Itason,
will you oblige imr by dtimg so and so."
He might just as well havo naked, "Dear
Mr. Rasou, will you lend mec a knife to
Stab you with?9" If this debate has
elicited nothing more, it has elicited this
from the member for Dundas, that the
sole Object of members of the Opposition
in moving this motion is not that they
should occupy seats Upon these Treasury
benches, but that there should he an
iimediate dissolution. That is the plain
issue. Let no one wake any mistake.

Everyone who votes in favour of the
motion votes to obtain an imimediate
dissolution of Parliament.

Mr. THOMAS:- YOU Were Saying some-
thing about threats, last night.

Tits MINISTER: If that statemnent
had come from these benches, it would
have been a most unworthy one. It never
came from these benches, but from the
Opposition benches. That is the avowed
object, and that is what everyone who
votes for this motion is voting for-an
immediate dissolution. And what would
be the election resulting on the old rolls P
The old state of chaos. It amounts to
nothing else. The whole work-and
surely there has. been some good work
done this session-would. all go by the
board. Whatever we have done would
all be of no avail; and surely we have
done something worthy of recording,
shall I say in spite of the bon . memberF

MR. THomAs: I said I could not trust
you for another six months.

THE MINISTER: Then I will say, in
spite of the hon. member for flunda we
have done something which is worth
keeping, at all events. Is all that to
be of no avail 1/ I Suppose the country
will place its value upon this motion.
An appeal to the country will certainly
not be mnade now-do not let members
flatter themselves with the idea that
it will; hut when the appeal is made,
as it must be in the natural order of
things in a very few months, the people
of t his country most assuredly 'will not
forget the action of the members of the
Opposition benches to-day.

MR. JACOBY: I hope they will not.
Mn, THOMAS: I do not think they will

forget your administration either.
HoN. F. H. PIESSE (Williams). Itis

now some two years since an exciting
no-confidence debate took place. Last
session we bad one which perhaps was not
so exciting, and now we arc in the throes

Iof another. I questioned the wisdom of
tabling such a motion at this stage,
believing that equally good results might
be obtained by ventilating these various
questions when the Estimates were Under
discussion; but now I am of opinion that

Imuch good will result from the tabling of
the motion, for the reason that if it does
nothing else it will clear the air. It has
brought forth from the Nfinisters con-
corned explanations which no doubt the

Want o Confidence: [26 XovEmBmt, 1903.]
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House has listened to with great interest.
The leader of the Opposition in tabling
his motion has doubtless been imbued
with the desire to obtain explanation. He
has brought forward these charges, which
no doubt he was fully justified in doing.
With regard to the explanation given by
the Mi nister for Lands, I am satisfied the
hon. gentleman in his desire to dt) his
duty has acted as he thinks. in the best
interests of the country. I do not ques-
tion that desire. I have said all along
that no one admires the energy of the
present occupants of the Treasury' benches
wore than I do. Doubtless they have a
great deal of work to carry out, and I
take it they do their best to accomplish
it; but at the same time it appears to me
that the Minister for Lands, in the
exuberance of his youth, acts in most im-
petuous ways at times, and I think that
if he were to speak conscientiously lie
would in regard to one of these cases at
least say he would be pleased if he couid
commence the case from a time anterior to
the dismissal of the officer, Mr. White.
Regarding Mr. White, I think the dis-
closures made by the member for Dundas.
giving the various reports which have
emanated from that official, put a very
different construction upon his actioni
from that which the Minister would have
led us to believe at the timue he made his
explanation to the House. Though Mr.
White evidently has put himself out of
court entirely by his subsequent action in
ref using to see the Minister, for I think
he was guilty of insubordination sufficient
to justify his dismissal, yet I consider the
Minister was altogether too hasty, too
impetuous, in his action in relation to
that official. and he certainly should have
made farther inquiry prior to adopting
the course he appears to have adotd
T'hat was a drastic cour-se which =hul
not hrtve be.at made use of, unless hie was

ful 'y at sfedas to the guilt of the party.
it eem tome that we have in this offiuver

one who has done his duty to the country.
Notwithstanding the fact that, like many
officers, he may have neglected somue of
the details in regard to his work, he still
seemns to have been attentive and desirous
of citrrying out the duty in a. fair and
just manner. I quite agree, too, thatthe
Minister in the action he took in regard
to finding out whether this work had
been carried out properly was fully

justified. There appears to have been
great neglect on the part of officials in
his department in not placing before him
copies of the vanous, letters which have
been read by the member for Dundas.
Had this information been before the
Minister, doubtless we should not have
heard of this vote of no-confidence. Of
course that is one of the points taken up,
but probaly there would not have been
sufficient ground on other matters to
justify the tabling of the motion. I think
my friend the leader of the Opposition,
as I said just now, was fully justified
mn his action in bring-ing this matter
forward. It is in defence of an
official who appears to have done
his duty. The Minister no doubt acted
with a desire to do his duty to the
State, aud he tries to justify his action;
but I cannot disabuse myv mind of the
idea that he has acted hastily, with-
out due consideration, and an injustice
has been done to a most deserving Gov-
ernment official. In regard to thie other
case, that of _Mr. Craig, I have not had
an opportunity of going fully into those
charges, and I shall not deal with them.
They have already been dealt with by the
members who have brought forward all
the details in the matter; and they have
been replied to by' the Minister. The
Minister seems to we to have failed to
explain to the Rouse the reason why in
this instance he took upon himself the
duty of conducting the inquiry into the
case rather than alflowing the matter to
be dealt with by Mir. Roe. He has not
given an explanation in that direction.

Tan PaEmIEB: It was may request to
him.

HoN. F. H. PIESFE: I hope that the
Premier when he speaks will throw
farther light on this matter, because T
think it was a, iistake, notwithstanding
that the Minister was well within his
right iii doing it. It is the right of a
Minister to make an inquiry.

THE FIMIER: An absolUtA, duty.
Hoi. F. H. PIESSE: Inquiries not of

a, similar character, but in relation to
matters of general official routine, may be
dealt with through the U~nder Secretaries,
who would bring them before the Minis-
ter, and then the Ministe~r would take
them into consideration;i but to hold an,
inquiry of this character seemus to nit, fo
be departing from the customary rules.

[ASSEMBLY.) Debate, third day.
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THE PREMIERi: A Minister must not
be a dummy.

HON. F. H. PIESSE:. That is right
enough; but the Minister can be too
ac~tive, too impetuous, too hasty.

THE PREMvIER: He cannot be too
acotive in this State.

HoN. F. HE: PIESSE: In regard to
the dismissal of Mfr. Craig, I agree that
the Minister was fully justified; but
he should have given an explanation as
to why he did not allow the matter
to be proceeded with by Mr. Roe when
arrangements had beenl made for that
gentleman to take evidence in relation to
the case. The country feels that the
Minister was fully justified in having an
inquiry, and that it was a, good thing the
Minister' did hold an inquiry; but I
believe it would have given mnuch more
satisfaction, not only to the people but to
the officer himself, hiad the inquiry been
carried out by someone who was not an
official such as a Minister. In regard
to Government officials genet ally, I would
like to say that the present Government
camie in with a strong prejudice; they had
been critics in the old days, and they no
doubt looked upon all Government
officials of the ten years of the old
Ministry as associated closely with that
Mini stry. They had frequently criticised
the acts of the Ministry; they criticised
the acts of civil servants, and they were
somewhat prejudiced; hut I ami pleased
to find that in regard. to many of the
officials they quickly recognisted the use-
fulness of those officials. No doubt in
some instances they recognised the use-
lessness of others, and dispensed with
them ; but notwithstanding that they
were just in most cases, still they did not
create that confidence in the mninds of
civil servants which I take it a Cabinet
should create. There were instances in
which they did not defend their officials.
Wet have the east's of the late Engineer-
hii-Chief and the late Mr. lotberham,
men who were high uip in the service in
which they were, engaged. On many
occasions remarks were made in this
House derogatory to those gentlemen;
and I do not remember any instance in
which those officials were properly
defended. I take it that in the old days,
notwithstandinig that men tufy have
bee*n blamable, still it was the duty of
Ministers to defend such men. I do not

say that such men should receive undue
preference, undue consideration, but it is
fair to them as it is to people in other
walks of life to extend justice to them,
and an impartial inquiry in cases where
they are concerned and where they are
charged. The present Ministers were
critics of the actions of the past Govern-
ment, and. when they came in they were,
it was said, going to turn out the pigeon-
holes, to look into all the defects of the
past administration, and to find many
things which would perhaps give them
opportunity to farther degrade the men
who preceded them. I say they are
fortunate in this respect, that they have
succeeded men who occupied positions
they now occupyr for aL period, some of
them, of ten years. Those moen have
known what it is to be in office. The
occupants of the Treasury benches to-day
know what it is, and it is well that there
are some men sitting on this (Opposition)
side of the House who know the difficulties
with which Ministers have to contend ;
and that is the reason why in many in-
stances If have felt I could be more
generous to the occupants of those benches
than perhaps many of my friends on this
side of the House thought fit I should
be. I would like to say in regard to the
acts of the Government that there is no
doubt they have shown a desire to do
their duty; but they must not forget that
there were other mien who also tried to do
their duty in the interests of this State;
and although the Minister for lands is
an officer whose energy has been very
much commented upon, and who has
shown a desire to do all he can to develop
land settlement in this country and to
push his department forward, at the
same time he must not forget be has not
been the only occupant of that position.
Others preceded him, and upon the
foundations they laid he is building up
the structure. Sir John Forrest was the
first Minister for Lands, and he dealt
with our liberal land laws. Then followed
Mr. Richarson, and our hon. friend the
member for Northam, men 'who have
done much to bring forward the interests
of this State and to develop it. There
was Aso Mr. Maruuion. [Mr. EWING:
And the member for West Perth.] He
was only a, short time in office. We had
Dr. Jameson, also lately in the position,
but I aim not speaking of the immediate
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predecessors in the last Cabinet. I am
not going to detract in any way from
the desire of the Minister for Lands to
do good work nor from his energy, but I
desire to say that I do not wish to see his
youthful exuherance run away with his
discretion. There is a desire, I take it,
on his part to do good work. He will
be able to do good work, but in matter
scas this there should be fai r judgment
and fair discretion shown. The Minister
for Lands claims fair play at the hands
of? members on this (thie Opposition)
side of the House. I think he has
had fair pla~y. It has been stated that
the direct Opposition has formed part
of the Government. At all eveuts we
bare, I think, been toe generous on the
whole, we have shown a desire to assist
the Government; and I do not think
any one will question my desire to assist
the Government and to give them fair
play. I have been determined in the
past to assist where the question of good
government was concerned, and therefore
while wit had good government I felt I
would not raise my voice in factious
opposition to the present occupanats of
the present Treasury bench. However,
now that we have had these charges
brought forward and various matters
ventilated, [ take it to be our duty as the
Opposition in the State to have explauna-
tions from the Ministers, and then to let
the House judge a to the result. I do
not intend to say very much upon this
matter, because I am only speaking
generallyv; but I consider that the action
of the Minister for Lands and other
occupants of the Ministerial bench last
night in leaving their seats showed scant
courtesy to the members of this House.
Althoughi we bad listened for something
over three hours to the speech of the
Minister for Lands, hie and some of his
colleagues were not prepared to listen to
the 8p telL of jey hu, i.f riend the meimer
for DunduM. 1 do4 nlot say that Ministers
Hhotild have s;topped and listened perhaps
to that speech', but I say it is engendering
very had tastet and showing discourtesy
to members of this House. I have never
known an occasion during my 1.3 years'
experience in this House when I have
s-ein the Government bench occupied, as
it was for so long last night, by only one
Minister. The 'Ministe came in in.
relays, but only one remained to occupy

*the bench. It was scant courtesy to the
House, and almost an insult to the bon.
members who took the trouble to sit here
and keep a House together, and wh at forF
For the Government who most certainly

ogt to have kept their front bench
filled If there is one thing which
would make me resent the action of the

I Government, it is an act of that kind.
When we are endeavouring to get through
the business of the country; and when
men like myself and others, who come
here at great inconvenience from long
distances, art ready to sit in the House,
the Government should try to kbep a
House together. Although loth to take
office at this stage, and not desirous of

*taking the responsibilities of a Ministerial
position, still I will say that if needs be,
although our numbers are small, and
although it has been said that there are
few men on this side of the House capable
of assuming the responsibilities of Minis-
torial. office, therie are suffcient men here,
men with sufficient patriotism and with a
desire to see the interests of this country
preserved, who are still ready to take up
the positions that may fall to their Jot in
regard to any Ministerial posts. We do
not shirk our responsibilities. Because
we have remained in a measure quiet and
tried to get on with the business of the
country, and because we have known that
we were so near to the general election, it
seems that we are to be flouted as we were
last night and treated like a. lot of boys-
mnen who have sat here as long as myself.
It seems to me that we, who have tried
to do our best to help forward the busi-
ness of the country, have been treated in
a6 manner which I say is most discourteous.
Speaking generall 'y in regard to these
charges, the Minister has given an ex-
planation. To my mind his explanation
inl connection with Mr. Oraig is not

wholy&%tsfctoy.The Minister has
no s fice t ve plai ned why he tkIhe

inquiry out of the hands of Mr. R.0
There iH no questiou as to the claims
which Mr. Craig had. He Wa~s an officer
of long standing. I remember that long
ago he had to perform most unpleasant
duties in this State, for which he has
done good service. Notwithstanding
some of the charges may have been
proved against him - though I am
not going to say they were, because
I have not had an opportunity of read-
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ing the evidence; but it seems to be the
opinion of the Mfinister that on the evi-
dence the officer should be retired, which
is tantamount to a dismissal after many
years of service-we should not have
inquiries of this character. We should
have them carried out in the light of day,
and the officer tried should have every
opportunity of calling evidence and of
having notes taken and of employing
counsel. When the matter comes for-
ward I hope the Premier will be able to
explain the question in reference to
counsel not being allowed. No doubt
the Premier will be able to explain.
Knowing his honourable career, I do not
want to convey the inference that any-
thing was done to prevent Mr. Craig

havin counsel because the firm with
whic the Premier is connected could not
obtain the highest counsel in the land.

THre MINISTER, FOR LANDS: There is
a minute from Dr. Jamneson on the file.
It has nothing to do with me.

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: The inatter has
not been explained, and in justice to the
Rouse we should have an explanation.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: The minute
has been on the table for months.

MR. THOMAS ;It does not refer to this
question.

HoN. F. H. PIESSE: In regard to the
question of Inspector White, I have
already stated that, had the information
been given to the Minister earlier, there
is not the slightest doubt we would not
have beard anything of the matter now.
It may have been inferred that I men-
tioned I thought Mr. Craig should have
been dismissed. Owing to an interrup-
tion, I was slightly confused as to my
intention in the matter. I referred to
Inspector White and not to Mr. Craig.
It was really owing to the interruption
between myself and the Premier that I
went on to the other subject from that
of Inspector Wbite, with which I was
dealing. I would like to point out
at this stage thamt, if no result is
obtainecd other titan that this matter
has been thoroughly ventilated, it will
result in that we will have careful inquiries
made. The Minister for Lands thinks
that he has done his duty in this case.
It would have been far better for his own
piece of mind if the Minister had allowed
the matter to be dealt with by the
tribunal as at first appointed. In con-

nection with the works referred to by the
Minister for Works, the explanation will,
no doubt, he dealt with by the leader of
the Opposition when he speaks in reply;
but I may say that, so far as the Minister's
own work is concerned, I do not question
his diligence at all. I consider he has
done well since he assumed that office,
but I would like to say that during his
period he has not had anything like the
work some of his predecessors had. The
railways are now under a Commissioner,
and thie works are certainly not so great
as they were some five or six years ago.
With regard to the percentages of cost, I
shall have an opportunity of inquiring
into the figures prior to the vote of the
department being dealt with on the Esti-
mates, and then I shall be in a position
to reply to the figures given by the
Minister. His percentages, no doubt,
show a saving, but it must not be for-
gotten that during the years he men-
tionned, 1898-1899 and the two following
years, we were carr ' ing out great works
in the far interior of this country. The
expenses were much greater then, and we
had a great deal to do; buit now matters
have reachled a normal condition, and
these places are more easily got at. Rail-
ways are constructed to all parts of the
country, making the approach 10 these
places easier, and bringing about asaving
of expense in that directionI for travelling
and other expenses in connection with
official business. I do not see any neces-
sity for me to deal farther with this
matter. I rose to express my approval
of the action of the leader of the Opposi-
tion in bringing forward his motion of
no-confidence. I think he has done good
in bringing it forward. Although to
some members the time appears to have
been wasted, the debate will save much
time later on in the consideration of the
Estimates. It takes away from the
details a matter which can be, dealt with
more clearly and extensivul y under pre-
sent conditions. Although we have
heard charges made by the leader of the
Opposition and the defence on the other
side, I consider it is still for the House
to decide who is right and who is wrong.
As far as I am concerned, I must, in the
circumstances, vote with the leader of the
Opposition.

DR. J. S. HICKS (Roebourne) : I
will not detain the House more than two
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or three minutes. My main reason for
speaking is to answer an accusation
brought against me by the leader of the
Opposition, an accusation of corruption.

MR. JiCOBY: A compliment.
Da. HICKS: If I understand the

words aright, that is the only interpreta-
tion which I can put on them, and I
think memb ers of the House placed the
same interpretation on the words which I
have done. The leader of the Opposition
would not speak straight. out at first, and
it was only when be was prodded by' the
member for West Perth that he said
straight out that there was political
corruption and jobbery over the Point
Sampson Jetty.

Mn. PIGOTT: I rise to a point Of
order. I never made use of any words
of that description, and I hope the mem-
ber will withdraw the remark. Minister%
have a copy of my' speech taken verbatim
at their request, anti it can be seen that I
did not use anyv such words.

DR. HICKS: That is the interpreta-
tion I put on the remarks of the bon.
member, and I am sure that is the inter-
pretation iihich has gone throughout the
State through the Press, and if a
referendum were taken in the State as to
what the leader of the Opposition meant
it would be stated that my interpretation
is the correct one; the public would say
that the leader of the Opposition accused
me of corruption. The leader of the
Opposition has been changing his ground
every five minutes. [MR. PIGOTT:
Never.] Each Minister has made the
same statement that I have done with
regard to corruption, and in every
instance the leader of the Opposition has
denied it. The opinion of the public is
obtained front reading the newspapers,
and I think that I am correct in my
assumption. I will make it clear why
I am sitting on this side of the
House. Mlembers know that when I
first entered this Hlouse I sat and
supported the member for the Williams
(Hon. F. IT. Piesse). I must digreqg a
little bit here. In NRovemnber, 1901, a
minute was written by the then Minister
for Works (Mr. Kingsmill) to the effect
that the construction of the Point Samp-
son Jetty should be postponed tenmpor-
arily. At that time, as the leader of the
Oppositon s've, a motion of no-confidence
was before the House, and the result of

that motion of no-confidence was that
the Leake Government, who, according to
the leader of the Opposition, were oppon-
ents of the Point Sampson scheme, were
throwvn out of office. I was supporting
the member for the Williams, and did
support him throughout until 'Mr. Mor-
gans formed a Ministry, and then it was
because of the inclusion of two members
in the Ministry who had spoken so
strongly in favourrof the Leake Govern-
ment-owing to the inclusion of those
two members-that I could no longer
follow Mr. Morgans, and I followed Mr.
Leake. I want to know if I as a sane
man having a definite object in view had
made the Point Sampson jetty a sine qud
n.on, should have deserted the Morgans
Government on going into power? The
Morgans Government were really the
successors of thre Forrest Government,
for the Morgans Government contained
representatives of the Forrest party, and
I could have obtained more from that
party ; but instead of that I went to the

ILeske Government who were thrown out
of power, and to all appearances they
had no chance of returning to power.
Why fresh seats were placed on this side
of the House to accommodate members,

Ifor there were not seats enough. Would
any sane man adopt the tactics which I
did, and sit on the Government side
where I am now, unless he had very
strong reasons for doing so ? [Mn.
PIGOTT: Hear, hear.] That certainly
was not the Point Sampson jetty business.
In season and out of season I did my
utmost to farther the construction of the
Point Sampson jetty. A point has been
made by the leader of the Opposition
that in April, 1902, 1 recommended this
jetty to the Minister, and on my recomn-
mnendation the work was gone on with.
The Minister denies this. I had hereto-
fore thought that I could place every
confidence in the words of the leader of
tho Opposition: front hene'2forth I shall
look with suspicion oil what he says.

MR. TfOalAs: You did not vote wvitlh
Mr. Leake but against him.

DR. HICKS: I voted against Mr.
T.eake, certainly.

MR. THOMAS: You told us just now
that you voted with Mr. Leake.
* DR. HICKS: I did not intend to
convey that I voted with Mr. Leuke,
for I voted with the member for the
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Williams. In April of this year I am
supposed to have recom mended this work.
That is what the leader of the Opposition
satys. Members know that it Is impos-
sible, when the House is not in session,
for members to have any influence at all;
there is no motive whatever.

MR. PIGOTT: Did you write a letter
recommending it ?

DR. HICKS: I cannot tell the leader
of the Opposition all the letters I wrote.
I do not wish to traverse the reasons for
the jetty at Point Sampson or the useful-
ness of that jetty when erected ; but I
wish to draw attention to a few state-
ments which the leader of the Opposition
has made. One of them was that Cos-
Sack was invariably the seat of the
cyclones. I had several years' experience
in the North, and]I do net think Cossack
suffered more than once every two
Cyclones. . We hear of cyclones at
Onslow and as far North as Port
Darwin. The leader of the Opposition
made a great point. of the fact that it
was impossible for steamers to carry on
their shipping during the heavy winds in
winter time at Cossack. I had to go out
at least once a fortnight to grant pratique
to ships, and only' once in the eight years
I was there was I prevented from doing
so by stress of weather. It may be Dews
to the hou. member when I tell him that,
unsolicited by me, a representative of a
loading shipping firm asked me to obtain
an interview with the Minister, because
he said he wished to point out to the
Minister that if dolphin buoys were put
outside of the jetty his Steamers would
go alongside the jetty any day of the
year. In conclusion I Should very much
like to give tbe House the true reason why
objection has been taken to the Point
Sampson jetty. It is purely a paro-
chial one. When this jetty has been
constructed - it is nearly constructed
now-it may be no far distant date
that a railway will Start from Roebourne
or Cossack rather than Port Hedlland.
The whole thing lies in that. I Care not
what the leader of the Opposition thinks
about it, but I value the opinion of fair-
minded members of the House. That is
the wily reason the jetty is tried to be
blocked. The leader of the Opposition is
not " game " to tell the House this.

MR. PIGOTT: That is the reason the
jetty was built. I told the House so.

Du. HICKS: That is all I have to say
now.

ME. W. ATKINS (Murray):I With
regard to the Point Sampson jetty, I tried

.to get the file this morning, and I could
not manage it, or I should be able to give
better information to the House. Are
the files relating to the jetty on the table
of the House now, Mr. Deputy Speaker?1

M B. THOMAS:I They are not.
MR.. JACOBY: They are in possession

of the House, but are Dot available to
members.

ME. ATKINS: I cannot give the
details without the files; I wish to have
the papers. I have been asking for them
all the morning. I w ' nt to the Works
Department three times to get them. I
made an appointment with Mr. Jall, the
Under Secretary, and be said if I came
there at 2 o'clock I would get the papers.
I went there at 2 o'clock, and Mr. Jull
told me Mr. Rason did not know anything
about the papers officially. That is all
the information he could give me. I
would have been quite satisfied if I could
bave got the papers for an hour or so to
make extracts from the letters, the head-
ings of which I took some months ago.
Will you put me right, Mr. Speaker, on
the matteri'-have I a tigbt to ask for
the papers or not?

THE DPUTY SPEAKER: The papers
are in the possession of the House.

MR. THOMAS: They are not on the
tkable. I looked for them just now.

MR. JACOBY: Why should the Minister
take the papers away from the House?

THE PREMIER: Ask the policeman for
them; don't ask me.

MR. ATKINS: Perhaps the Deputy
Speaker will give me a ruling on the
matterP

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: The papers
are in possession of the House, and no
one Should have removed them. Who-
ever removed them is responsible.

MR. JACOBY: They wvere removed by
the M~inister, I suppose.

MR. HASSELL: Who is responsible for
the papers, Mr. Speaker?

Tan DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Clerk.
MR. HASSELL: Then I would like to

ask if the Clerk is in possession of the
papersP

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Perhaps
if I am allowed to makte an explana-
tion, it may clear things a little. I
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have already explained the absence of
the papers last night. I think to the satis-
faction of the nienmber for the Murray.
After the conclusion of my speech I was
asked-I do not know if for the Haonsard
staff, or for the Press reporters in the
gallery-if they could have the file to
refer to some papers which I quoted
from. I said 'Yes; " and there the
pap ers are now.

EIR. JACOBY: Where?
THE MINISER: The messenger of

the House took the papers, I presume.
THE DEPUTY Spn:xrn: They should

not have been removed from the table.
Mn. PIGOTT: The member for the

Murray requires the papers before he can
go on with his spech.

THE MINISTER: The hon. member
has never taken papers fromt the House
to the Opposition roomF

MR. PIGOoT: That is an accusation
which I deny.

THE PREMIER: What is before the
House ?

MR. THOMAS: We want the papers
before the House, and we cannot get
them.

Ma. PIGOTT: Is there Bny means of
overcoming the difficulty ? The mem-
ber for the Murray wants the papers
before he can continue his speech. He
is in possession of the House. I hope
some suggestion will be made..

[File produced by House messenger,
and placed on the table.]

Tiffs MINISTER FOR LANDS: You (Mr.
Thomas), without authority, hadl papers
removed from the House.

MR. THOMAS: I deny that.
THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: The chief

messenger removed them, on your
authority.

ME. ATKINS: Members know that
when I amt put off the thread of my
argumentI cannotttlk. I appeal to the
Chair t..r protection. WithI regard to
this jvtty. haviftg, somt- time ago read the
file and- mad., som1e notA!s front it, all I
can do at the present moment is to refer
to those notes. Several Roebourne people
who* wanted something done to the
Cossack harbour wrote to Sir John
Forrest. To do anything to the Cossack
harbour was impossible, because the
drauight of water was only 14 feet at
spring tide; so as a last resort they
thought of getting IL jetty at Point

Sampson. Understand that Point Samp-
son is a jetty six miles from Cossack.
Most of the land, or what is supposed to
be land, between Point Sampson and
Cossack is at high water flooded marsh,
and is intersected by a wide creek. As
regards the advantaige of the site for
shipping stock, it is right on at point of
land; there is no station within 10 or 12
miles of it at least; and most of the
stations in the district would be just
as near Port Hedland or to Onslow.
Therefore nobody seemed anxious to do
too much to forward this Point Sampson
project, especially as the best authorities
said that to nmake anything like a. harbour
for ships to lie in would cost from
£204,000 to £1,250,000. Sir John
Forrest, after getting a letter on the
subject from Mr. Richardson, said " Very
well, let us try to do something;"
and Mr. Thompson and others were
instructed to ascertain whether anything
could be done. They concluded that they
might build a short jetty without any.
thing by. way 'of a mole, though the
mole was always considered necessary
by the maritime authorities. However,
it was thought proper, to satisfy the
Cossack people, to build the jetty
and do without the mole. I can quite
understand that the Cossack people want
the jetty, because it will make their port
a terminal one. Whether the jetty is or
is not of much use, they will have better
maritime facilities than they have now.

MR. CONNOR: The Cossack people
dbject to the jetty. It is the Roebourne
people who deiire it.

MR. ATKINS: In 1901 the building of
a jetty for from £17,000 to £20,000 was
talked about; but I ('annot perceive that
there was then in existence or that there
has ever been since any definite tabulated
statement showing how much was to be
spent on a jetty, or what would be the
volume of traffij. Surely such a state-
ment. should be prepared: I know many
people Said, " We want the jetty; " but
not one of them, exept Mr. ichardson,
said anything definite; and he stated in
a letter that, I think, about 5,000 sheep
per annumn would go over it.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: No;
25,000.

MR. ATKINS: Anyhow, that is the
only definite statement as to the use of
the jetty; and if it is to be used for
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any other purpose than stock shipping,
it seems that another .£80,000 will have
to be spent on it. To make a long story
short, when Mr. Kingsmill took office as
Minister he said distinctly that the con-
struction of this jetty must stand over
for the present. ThaLt Was on the 6th
November, 1901. On the 29th October
of the same year a want-of-confidence
motion was passed, and on the 11th
February the present Minister for Works
(Mr. Rason) savs in a P.W.D. file: " Mr.
Hi;kN recommends; and this had better
be put in hand at once. We know the
cost to be about N20,000."

THE MINISTERt FOR Woaxa : I have
already stated that there is no such
document in that file.

Mn. ATKINS: I say that you wrote
a memo. to the effect that Mir. Hicks
had recommended the work. I do not
say that Mr. Hicks's recommendation is
iu the file; but I say that in consequence
of his recommendation , which you had
and which is in those files, and of oral
communications also and other recoin.
mendations from Roeboarne people, you
wrote: " This had better be put in hand
at once; we know the cost to be about
£,20,000." You do not deny thatP

TaE MINISTER FoR. WORKS: I deny
that there is any such minute of my own
on the file.

MR. ATKINS: Ilam prepared to swear
at any time that it was there three months
ago. Mr. Thompson was ordered, on the
13th February of the same year, to pro-
ceed with thie plans so as to call for
tenders. On the 17th February Mr.
Black, acting Under Secretary, wrote to
Dr. Hicks: "Adver-ting to your repre-
sentations, work will be put in hand at
once." If Dr. Hicks had not made rep-
resentations, would Mr. Black have
written thus ?

TaE PREIER:i Why should not the
member for the distric make representa-
tions ?'

MR. ATKINS: Nobody says be should
not; but he makes a6 great fuss about
having done so.

THE MINISTERFOR WORKSa: Hundreds
of members have made representations.

MR. ATKINS: I do not object; but
the feet that Dr. Hicks mad, them is
denied. I have asked the Minister for
money for Mandurah.

* Tan MINISTER: And invariably I
minuted: " Mr. Atkins recommends."

MR. ATKINS: I say that on the 17th
February Mr. Black writes to Dr. Hicks
that the work will be put in baud as
earlyv as possible; and Mr. Black writes to
the Minister again, saying that although
the ultimate cost will be £20,000, £1,000
has been voted this financial year, and
the total sum available under the loan
authorisations is £11,699; and he con-
tinues, " A few days ago I gave you
practically all thbe inforniation on the
above statement." The Myinister writes

Ito Sir Edward Wittenroom describing
Ithe work; but that is unimportant. I
wish to revert to the point that in
Haoward of the 17th December, 1902,
page 83086, the Minister for Works
is reported as stating: "A contract has
been let 'for this jetty, 1,800 feet, long,
for £32,000." lash, was that true?

THE MINISTER: I have said it was
not.

MR. ATKINS: I say, and have said
before, that theme was a contract let for
£17,000; and I say again that on the
24th June the Minister (Mr. Rason)
advises Cabinet to accept the lowest
tender. £16,967 19s. 5d. Now, surely if
he recommended that to Cabinet in June,
he could not forget it in December, as he
stated just now. That is all I have to
Say on the point. I should like to refer
to a statement some member made about
Onslow jetty. This jetty, when it was
washed away, had not been taken over by
the Government. it was in the hands of
the contractors; and they were paid, and
paid jolly well, to cancel the contraoct to
oblige the Government. I make that
statement distinctly, and am prepared to
back it up--that the Government paid
the contractors to sit there and wait for
a month, and paid the contractors' men
the whole time that they were sitting
there. And why ? Because the jetty was
put in the wrong place, and was of bad
dEn PREMrIER: When was that?

MR. ATKINS:± I do not remember the
date.

TuE PREIE: How manvyears ago?
You mention it as if the present Govern-
ment were to blame.

MR. ATKINS: Do not be in such a
hurry, and I will explain it all. Some-
body, I think the Minister for Works
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(Mr. Rason), said that the Onslow jetty
was taken over by the Government, and
that it was no good.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: I never
said anything of the sort. Your leader
(Mr. Pigott) Said so.

AIR. ATKINS: If my leader said it
had, when it was washed away, been
taken over by the Government, be was
wrong. And now that T am on the job
I must drive home this nail. That jetty,
instead of being run out into the sea,
was built along the shore because of the
inefficiencyT of the Government men
setting out the jetty. -More bad adminis-
tfation! Another thing was that the top
of the jetty was so close to the surface of
the water that the Arst willy-willy which
came along blew it sky high. Bad con-
struction, bad administration.

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: When
was this ?

Mn. ATKINS: I do not know; it may
have been a hundred years ago. It was
during our lifetime, anyhow.

Tar MINISTER: Ten years ago.
MR. ATKINS: I will bet you drinks

it was not. (General laughter.) One
great difference between the position of
Cossack to-day and its position seven or
eight years ago is that then all the Ipearl-
ing trade used to come to Cossack for the
winter, and there was a ]ot of traffic from
the pearling fleet at that time which there
is not now.

THE MINISTER: That accounts for
something.

MR. ATKINS: I Fay that is the
reason. There has been no necessity for
that jetty during the last two or three
years such as there was at the time when
Sir John Forrest was recommending it.
We have had a great deal of stress laid
on the promises made by Sir John
Forrest to these people.

THE MINISTER: 1900.
ME. ATKINS: The circumstances

have very much altered. It mnight have
been al] right for Sir John Forrest to
recommend this when there was a big
traffic, but since then the traffic has very
much decreased.

Tar PREMsIER: Has there been any
alteration in pearling since 1900, three
years ago ?

ME. ATIKINS; A good deal of altera-
tion. There is another little item-the
Guildford Bridge. This is not the first

time I have mentioned the matter. There
was a bridge which Atkins & Law
Ibuilt, and it cost about.£4,000. perhaps
more, I do not remember exactly; but I
say that bridge was perfectl v unnecessary
as long as the Mundaring Weir did not
wash away. If the Mundaring Weir did
wash away, that bridge would have
been perfectly useless, and so would most
of G-uildford. There was a temporary
bridge, and by the addition of work
costing X500 that temporary bridge
would have answered all purposes, except
perhaps appesaance. The expenditure on
that new bridge was, I say, a waste of
public money. There has not been that
saving and tare of public money which I
would have hoped for.

Tur MINISTER: Do you know what
the late Engineer-in-Chief said about
that bridgeF

MR. ATKI14S: Let us hear.
THE MINISTER FR WORKS (in ex-

planation): As I have been appealed
to for information, I will produce the
file, which shows that in spite of the
recommendation from several Guildford
people, including myself as its member,
that the causeway would be sufficient,
the Engineer-in-Chief utterly condemned
the causeway, saying that any money
spent there would be thrown away, and
that the only thing he could recommend
was a bridge. I will produce that file
to-morrow.

MR. ATKINS: I am glad to have
beard that explanation; and I only hope
the Ministry will be able to clear them-
selves as well as the Minister for Works
has done in this case.

THE PREMIER: In every case.
MR. ATKINS: At the same time I

stick to my own opinion that there was a.
waste of money, and I am glad to hear
the Minister for Works saying he was
against it. With regard to the Menzies.
Leonora railway, that work was very
costly for several reasons. The enormous
length of time taken to make it in conse-
quence of the Government not having the
mile, and other reasons, made that line
very costly, and it was also scamped in
several directions, more especially in
ballast. A great part of the ballast was
very bad and expesive; in fact it was
not ballast at a, a members saw by
some samples I brought down some time
ago. The only reason I could get from
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any in the department as to why that
stuff called ballast was used was that the
people making that line, the Public
Works Department, could not get an
engine to run good ballast another 20 or
30 miles. At the same time there were
20 or SO engines, if not more, lying
rotting at Midland Junction or Fre-
mantle. It is bad business for the
Minister to waste money in the manner
that was, and to have work carried out in
the way that was. I understand -now
there are many engines which are not
going to be used by the department any
more; they say they are too small and a
bad type; and yet if anybody wants to
buy one he is asked an exorbitant price. I
ask is it good business to have the loss
of time experienced in building the Mid-
land workshops. I think the Govern-
ment have been nearly three years in
trying to build the shops and they are
not ready yet, whereas any decent con-
tractor would have done the work in 18
months. I would like to say also that I
cannot see the bottom of the Statement
that the railways are costing less this
year than last. I understand that the
ratio is 80 per cent, as against 82, but,
as the leader of the Opposition stated,
more than that percentage has been
saved by the rates. As to classification,
it is bad business not to have the civil
service in a better condition than at
present. I understood that when the
present Government came into power
retrenchment, Saving of money, and good
administration were to be the order of
the day; yet all they have done is to
raise the salaries of some people in a
perfunctory way without any definite
classification. Classification does not
mean raising one man's salary and
giving another no more. It means
getting a live and intelligent insight into
the management of the departments ,
and getting ever 'y man to do a good
day's work for a day's pay, also
getting rid of men not doing a good day's
work for a good day's pay, and there are
plenty of such men in the departments.
I do not blamie the Minister any more than
I blame the leading men in the differ-
ent departments. because I know that if
a Minister says to his leading men " What
men can you do without?"' the reply is
that they cannot do without this mran,
that this man has been a long time in the

service, and that the other man is a friend
of somebody. There is too much of that,
and good administration means putting.
a stop to it and weeding out the bad
men, as well as classifying men. It is
quite evident from what the Treasurer
has stated that £42,000 mnore has been
spent in salaries this year than last, and
I do not see that there is much more
work done.

THE MINIsTeR FOR WORS: £16,000
less was spent in the Works Department.

Mu. ATKINS: That is just the
trouble. No matter what department
you go into they are doing all right, and
the rest are bad. At the same time,
£42,000 more has been spent in salaries,
according to Mr. Gardiner himself.
With regard to the Fremantle Harbour
work, from the information to hand it
appears that under the proposal of the
Trust the stevedoring fraternity are going
to get a considerable increase in tbe
receipts from the harbour over and above
what they obtained before. Surely the
Government should not give money away
to private firms which they can do
without, and it seems very strange that
so much work of the department should
lie given to stevedores. Another thing
is that there has been more delay than
necessary in dealing with the progress
reports on forestry. The Ministry should
have brought down some legislation to
get the Forestry Department and the
surveys and working of the forests
of this State into a better condition
than they are in at present. Appar-
ently there is no hope, and that is
bad business for everybody. I want
just to refer to the Premier's speech
in Bunbury. I think that if the Premier
was fairly reported, that was the most-
I do not know how to classify it-I was
going to say foolish speech, I think it
was a very injudicious speech. It was
injudicious if he believed in it, it was
foolish if he did not believe in it, because
why set labour and capital against one
another? Why say that the proper
administration of this country is to be
the Government against the Labour
partyP I Say it is a shame to go and do
that.

THE PREMiER:; You make mistakes.
Mu. TAYLOR: A new Labour oanr.
iMa. ATKINS: I must say that the

Minister for Lands in his answer made
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a first-rate case out for himself, and I
believe a, true one, but he mnade out a
-jofly bad case for his predecessor. That
is all I want to sav.

MR. F. WALC;ACE (Mount Magnet):-
I have a few words to say on this ques-
tion, and I rise more to justify the action
I am going to take, than to add anything
farther to what I have already said in
connection with the charges levelled by
the Opposition. I have listened very
attentively to the speeches made by the
leader of the Opposition, the Minister
for Lands, and other members who have
spoken, and to some extent I agree with
those sitting on the Opposition benches
that the Minister for Lands in particular
has not altogether cleared himself from
the blame levelled against him. The
whole question appears to me to have
arisen from the actions of the Minister
for Lands in dealing with the Stock
Department. I think I have said pretty
well sufficient on this question, but I will
only say that the Minister for Lands has
not, in my opinion, justified his action
in dealing as he has done with Mr. Craig.
Another phase of the question that occurs
to me is whether it has keen wise for the
Opposition to bring in the motion of
no-confidence at this stage. While I
agree that bringing it in at this stage
has done an immense amount of good, I
am not going to say I am pleased it has
been brought in. I will admit there has
been no sierious harm. In my opinion it
has not done the Government the least
bit of harm, nor has it done the Opposition
any harm. [ can congratu late the leader
of the Opposition on his foresight, on
the approach of a general election, in
bringing this inotion forward, because he
will probably have a, good card to play ;
but I would far rather he bad held thiat
card until the elections came round than
taken up the time of the House so much,
for I venture to say we are not more than
midway through the debate as yet. I
do not know 'how hon. members look
upon my attitude in this House; but I
announced when I camne to this Opposition
side that I was sitting on the Opposition
cross-benches because I did not want to
sit with the Labour party, not being a
Labour member, and because I did not
desire to sit behind the Government, as
I desired to have unalloyed freedom in
criticising the actions of the Government.

I have held that opinion all the years I
have sat in the House, and to a certain
extent allied myself with the Opposition;
and on that score I am very glad what I
said on the stock question gave some
information to the Opposition. Probably
when we come to the stock question on
the Estimates I will have a, little more to

I say. It will be seen my desire is to criti-
cise the Government When 1 think I am
justified in doing so. It is always consi-
dered that one who attacks the Govern.
ment should be sitting on the Opposition
side of the House. While I disagree
with that, I think it is not right for one
who desires to criticise the Governmwent
as I have always done, to sit where I did
sit immediately before I resigned the
position of Government whip. That was
may reason for moving my seat as much
its anything else. The leader of the
Opposition in attacking the Minister for
Lands, made some very strong hits, and!I
want to say that I regret exceedingly
that many members of this Rouse forget
themselves so far as to resort to boyish

Iways. It is regrettable the Minister for
I Lantds did so. The Minister ror Lands,
Iin referring to Mr. Craig, made certain
allusions to that gentleman, the inference

Ibeing that Mr. Craig was neglecting his
duties in order to attend to sporting.

THE MINISTER FORt LANDS: I did not
want to convey that idea at all. I simply
meant that, had he not left his office when
he did, probably a few minutes would not
make any difference.

Mul. WALLACE: I would like to
remind the Minister that at that time he
was also a member of that racing com-
mittee.

THE MINISTER : Not quite.
MR. WALLACE : Hon. members

know the Minister's association with that
particular racing club. I only wanted to
bring it in to let the Minister see that
these little matters he refers to are not
passed unnoticed by the House. It is
undignified on the part of the Minister
to resort to drivelling tactics.

THE MINISTER: I did not mean it
as you take it. That was not my inten-
tion. I moeant that it was simply a
matter of a few minutes, by which he
received the communication on the Sun-
day instead of on Saturday. I did not
want to convey any other impression at
all.

[ASSEMBLY] Debate, third day.
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MR. WALLACE: I hope the Minis-
ter will not interrupt me, because I do
not desire to speak more than a few
minutes. I wanted to let him know that
the House did not pass that matter
unnoticed. When the division bell rings
on this occasion, it will be found that I
will not have changed my seat, and it
was because of that I rose to wake my
few remnarks. I wish to express my
approval of the action of the Opposition
party, because while sitting on the
Opposition side for four years, associated
with the majority of members of the
present Ministry, we simply resorted to
the same tactics as are resorted to by the
Opposition new. The Opposition are
always at a loss to get at the true facts;
but in this case the Opposition party in
my opinion did not take the necessary
steps to obtain the true facts of the case
in which charges are held up against
Ministers. Notwithstanding that, I hope
at the next elections this party will use its
endeavours to defeat members sitting in
the House to-day or candidates who may
come forward for election, unless they
hold independent views and do not
intend to come to this House to blindly
follow any party. When it comes to a
question of turning the Government out,
I may be accused of being a blind fol-
lower; hut I do not mind, because I
know the country's opinion of the action
of the Government in power to-day is
not the same as it might have been had
a motion been brought forward twelve
months ago. We are near the termina-
tion of this session, and too near the
general election for the House to be asked
to turn the Ministry out. T need not
express the hope that the Ministry, if
they get back to power after the election,
wil j ustify this castigation given by the
Opposition; but I hope that the Minister
for Lands will remember, in his desire to
make a mark for himself as a young and
new politician, to consider well before he
takes such a step as he has taken in
regard to the Stock Department. I have
nothing more to ay beyond reiterdting
that I am going to retain my seat when
the division bell rings.

Mn, A. J. DIAMOND (South Fre-
mantle) : I also do not intend to take up
the time of the House very long. In fact
I do not think that I would have risen at
all bad it not been for an interjection last

evening that I virtually had to obey my
boss, and that I was at the heck and call
of my Minister. I repudiate that state-
ment with contempt. I owe the Ministry
nothing. .1 am, under no obligation to
the Government, and certainly amu not
bound to vote their way if I do Dot like
to do so. I think I showed that during
this session not long ago. I camne to this
debate with a perfectly open mind, and I
have listened to the indictment and the
defence, and without indulging in plati-
tudes in congratulating both sides on the
good this has done the country, because
possibly the discussion has not done any
harm, I certainly think the debate has
resulted in the loss of at least three days'
good work. I had made some notes to
criticise somte of the remarks of the leader
of the Opposition and also some of the
remarks of my old friend the member for
Dundas. I may sayv that I ventured a
small bet before the debate commenced
that he would, like that renowned
character in one of Dickens's books, Mr.
Dick, bring in something about King
Charles's head. Well he brought in some-
thing about the Norseman 'railway in
connection with the rabbit question ; but
we will let that pass.

Mn. TAYLOR: Will you get through
without referring to the netting of fish
at Fremantle F

Mn. DIAMOND:. If I get the hon.
member in one of those nets one night I
will tell him all about it. I do not wish
to take up the time of the House. In
mny opinion practically the members of
the Government who have spoken have
justified themselves.

MR. JACOBY: We knew you would say
that.

Mn. DIAMOND: I agree that. prob-
ably the Minister for Lands has shown a
little bit too much zeal, but I will say
that I would not give twopence for a
man in his position who was not prepared
to act when there was an emergency, and
I would rather have a man who acted
in an emergency firmly and promptly
and wade two or three mistakes,
than a man who drivelled about for
months and let the business of the
country go to the dogs. While acknow-
ledging that the Minister did rush too
precipitately in the matter of 'Mr. White,
I may say that in any case, although Mr.
White put himself out of court, I do not

Want of Confidence. [26 NovEmBER, 1908 ]
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think, had he not put himself out of
court, that the action of the Minister
would justify the turning out of the
Government, especially at this juncture..
We have still a lot of valuable-legislation
under way, and possibly we will have
some more, and it would be a great pity
and a, gross injustice to the people of
this country if that legislation was inter-
fered with. For that reason T will record
my vote against the motion. As the mnem-
ber for Mount Magnet has entered into
an explanation, perhaps at this juncture
it may be as well for me to explain my

F lace in this seat on the Labour bench.
Interjection by MR. JACOBY.] Fortu-

nately when I have something to explain
I have something to say and the House
believes me, but the House does not
listen to the explanations of the member
for the Swan. When I felt compelled to
leave my seat directly behind the Gov-
ernment because I desired to criticise the
Government so far as their actions to-
ward Fremantle were concerned, the
cross-benches were filled. Like the mew-
her fior Mount Magnet, I did not like
to sit on the Labour bench because I am
not one of that party any more than be is,
but the only seat available was on the
Labour bench. Agai I say I will
record my vote against the motion.

Tam DEcPUTY SPEAKER stated the
question.

MIL. FIGOTT: I would like to know if
the Premier is going to speak. If he
does not, I have something to-say.

(A pause ensued, during which the
Premier entered the Chamber.]

Tan PREMIER (Hun. Walter
James): In dealing with this motion I
shall have very few words to say, for the
abundantly good reason that there is very
little to say upon it. After all, in dealing
with a motion of this nature somewhat
wide and far-reaching, we should not be
called on to deal too closely with q ues-
tions of detail; nor should we forget,
when dealing with questions of detail
that there are far larger questions in-
volved in a matter of this nature than
those placed .immediately before the
Hous by the mover of the motion. 'No
Government should be judged either by
adading up its faults or its successes-
Adopting the former course is the method
followed by the Opposition; adopting
the latter course is the method of the

other side. The Parliament as a whole,
and the country as a whole, must judge
by the balance struck when that which is
good is set against that which is bad. We
are apt to have the whole of our attention
directed upon the charges made, and
when those charges consist of a, great
number of details, very much time is
taken up in dealing with those detailsi
and the larger issutes involved in such a
motion are very frequently overlooked.
We have been attacked on the question
of administration. I1 have no hesitation
in saying that there never has been a Gov-
ernment in the State that has worked so
hard and so vigorously to attain good
administration as the present Govern-
ment has. I believe there is no Govern-
ment in any State of Australia the
individual members of which have given
more of their personal time and atten-
tion to the work of government than tbhe
present Government has in Western
Australia.

Mu. JAconi: Say the whole world.
THE PREMIER: I say that, and I

speak with some personal knowledge of
what is done in the Eastern States. I do
not say we shall always be able to con-
tinue that. 'I am certain the example
we set till he exceeded when the time
comes, in the far distance, for our friendl
the member for the Swan to lead the
new Government that takes our place. All
I do now is to measure our work by the
standard of the past: when the member
for the Swan comes in be will have to
measure his work by the standard. which
we have set him. When we talk about
administration, is there one member who
will not seriously admit that in every
department there has been an improve-
ment in administration. Difficulties have
been overcome, and Ministers to-day are
more readily accessible than they ever
were; and if matters are desired to be
brought to the attention of Ministers,
they can be more directly and wore
prominently broughit before them than
previously, and more personal attention
is given by Ministers to their work than
was the case in days gone by. That is
an entirely distinct advance in adminis-
tration, and is an advance far ahead.

HoN. F. H. Pixs: 1 totally deny
that. It is a statement which should not
come from the Premier.

[ASSE ,MLYJ Debate, thi7d day.
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THE PREMIER: I am very glad
indeed to repeat the observation.

HON. F. H. Fuses Then I deny it.
THE PREMI1ER: I was talking about

the approachability of Ministers and of
other matters as well, and I ask members
to take as a test the Works Department
of to-day and when the member for the
Williams was in charge of that depart-
ment.

Howq. F. H. PlEsE:s And take the
difference in the work.

THE PREMIER: I want to go no
farther than that. Members should take
these two periods and compare them. I
quite understand the member for the
Williams voting against the Government:
he is bound to d4o so, because every vote
given in favour of the Government is to his
sense directly or indirectly a reflection
on himself. It is a suggestion that the
Government can be carried on without
his aid, and for years past the hon.
member for the Williams has been con-
vinced that no Government could be
cardied on in this country without his
aid, and ho has not outgrown that
thought. In administration there has
been an improvement on what was the
case in the past; and notwithstanding
what the member for the Williams has
done in the Works Department, I say
fearlessly the administration of the
Works Department is better to-day than
it was when he was in charge of it.

How. F. H. PIVssE: That is a ques-
tion of opinion.

THE9 PREMIER: I claim, with due
humility and humble obeisance before
the memberfor theWilliams, to express my
opinion as I have done, and I repeat it.
Members may go to other departments,
and they WiY1 find that vigorous efforts
have been made to overcome arrears, and
to bring the various departments more
closely in touch with the public, and
we cannot deal with administration
vigorously unless we have vigorous
administrators. And depend on this:
whenever energy is applied, it causes
bumps. If things go on smoothly, that
too often leads to lazy inefficiency.
Nothing appeals to one after a few
monthas .in office more strongly than to let

tngs slide and cause no trouble. That
ithsimple course to take. Too fre-

quently 1 am afraid it is the natural
course to take, and the longer men

remain in office they are more influenced
by that opinion, and they become more
subject to it. Because I have always
recognised that that largely applies to
men ini office, I have expressed the opinion
before that men can remain too long in
office, for they begin to be too much
bound up in red-tape, and to do things
according to official routine.

Hos. F. H. Piusa: But you do not
want to go, though.

THE PREMIER: There is a certain
limit to all things. It is a very striking
commentary on the need for vigorous
administration that the action of this
Government has caused the greatest
opposition, as we see when vigour
has been applied. When we depart
from the ordinary routine methods and
endeavour to come to a determination
of the difficulties which exist, we are
charged with want of consideration and
thoroughness, and of being precipitate
and too hasty-too eager as a rule. The
complaint as a rule is that Ministers are
too slow, that Government work is too
dreary. The departmental slowness is be-
yond expression. It is perhaps but natural.
with a comparatively young Ministry'
that it should be accused of being
energetic and determined; and youthful
energy always does make mistakes:;
because we make mistakes it shows that
we have life and energy, without which
we cannot have energetic administration.
Point to me the works of any Adminis-
tration for 12 months, and if it has
had a smooth career without a ripple I
tell you there has been no good adminis-
tration at all there. I have no hesitation
in saying that underneath that smooth
exterior is lazy inefficiency. Take the
work of any administrator whatever, be
he small or great, and it will be found
his career and his work have not
been in smooth weather ; but there have
been difficulties that have had to be
overcome that have caused a great
deal of commotion at the time. After
they have been overcome and the diffi-
culties have been passed, people look
back and say " That is a mere nothing;
anyone ought to have done that." The
accumulation of events in a year or two
gives a man a reputation as an adminis-
trator. No man who is an administrator
sits down in his office and signs his name
to every departmental recommendation
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that comes before him. He must take
on himself some responsibility and some
risk. The charges which have been
brought before the Government on this
occasion, what are they ? Charges that
naturally arise when. we find men anxious
to administer the affairs of the State in a
good wayv being brought into conflict with
instances which show the need of the
application of'energy. Take the case of
die Minister who has dealt with the two
public officials; he has been charged with
not having carried out reorganisation
in the usual mnethod, but has been too
hastyv. That is the whole bulk of it-
the Stock Department and the Rabbit
]Department and the two officers who
have been dispensed with. In dis-
pensing with their services it is said
due consideration has not been shown
to the officers. That is the whole
of the charge-they have not been
given a fair deal; yet if we ask
the people who raise these complaints
now what is the difficulty in the Gov.
erment service, they, say the difficulty
is in getting rid of inefficient men.

. And what is' that difficulty ? "Oh,"
they say, " the difficulty is so much red-
tape. We do not find Ministers with
courage enough to insist on having their
own way: they must protect themselves
by these marzes of red-tape." And yet
when Ministers who are prepared em.-
phatically to express their opinions attain
office, we hear those same gentlemen who
were a moment before complaining of the
want of strong administrators saying
"1We now have administrators who are
too strong," WhyP Because Ministers
are breaking those bonds of red-tape
which surround a man directly he enters
the Government service, and which are
supposed thenceforth to give him a free-
hold for ife inside the realms of that
service.

MR. PIGOTT: You do not give him a
freehold for a day.

THE PREMIER: No. One cannot
give a man a freehold for a day, or for less
than a lifetime. Now what are men to
do who are called on to administer the
affairs of this State? They may believe
that a certain department needs reorgani-
sation. How are they to reorganize it?
They may form the opinion that a certain
officer bas outgrown his usefulness. How
are they to give effect to their opinion ?

MR. JAcoy BY: Raise the man's wages.
Tan- PREMIER:- A great number of

men would follow the suggestion of the
hon. member-raise the officer's wages
and foist him on Borne other department.
That plan has been followed in the past.
In the old days the frequent vatcancies in
the ranks of stipendiary magistrates were
often filled by inefficient civil servants.
Such a man would be sent to some quiet

paein the country, where he could ease
Off for a, few years; or he was put in some
new department, in those days of an
expanding civil service, a at subordinate
clerk, and would in a few years become
the departmental head.

Mit. MoRAN: Like the Under Secre-
tary of the Crown Law Department, for
insatmace.

Tu PREMIER: No; that Under
Secretary began in that department, and
has always remained in it. He has
written testimonials in the highest terms
from every Attorney General under

IWhom he has served. But I wish to con-
fine my remarks almost entirel *y to the
Stock inquiry, because attacks have been
made on the Minister for Lands, not so
much in relation to the conduct of that
inquiry as to the steps preceding that

Iinquiry. For those steps he is not in
any way to blame. I alone am respon-
see;n I ccp the responsibility: and

I se n ocason hatve toregetany
action which I took or any step which I
authorised others to take. I am quite
satisfied that what I did was in the best
interests of the State; and in similar
circumstances I should do the same
to-morrow. I should not like there to
be any- misapprehension of that point.
I do not wish members to think that my
inews have in any way altered. I t ook
the right course, and the State has
benefited by that course. I think that
much of what has been said within the
last few days and on prior occasions as
tthis inquiry would not have been said

hdit not been for the garrulity of the
gentleman who is concerned in this
matter; and I regret indeed that he, not
being content with placing what he
believes to be an injustice before mem-
bers, either in the Press or privately,
should indulge by insinuation, if not
directly, in imputations upon me which
are entirely unfounded, and which,
coming from the lips of that officer
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are grossly ungenerous. He at all
events has no right to complain of
may ill-treatment of him. I have never
yet been accused of lacking sympathy
for old native West Australians. It

iveyoften urged against me as a
cmlV,1aint that I show too much sympathy
towards them. Now I first came in
contact with this case when it was men-
tioned at a Cabiuet meeting by a former
Minister for Lands, Dr. Jameson. That
Minister had a habit of bringing up a
great number of odds and ends for dis-
mission by Cabinet. Most of these were
in the opinion of other Ministers depart-
mental muatters, and we frequently told
him so. In dealing with this matter he
wished to ascertain whether we thought
there was a case for a prosecution for a
breach of some regulations. We said
1This is a matter for you to decide; we

do n.,t wish to go into the merits. If
you think fit, have the parties prose-
cuted." Acting on that, a prosecution
was directed. As to these matters'I have
to refresh my memory from the file; and
judging from the minutes, that is appar-
ently what took place. As a consequence
a prosecution was directed; and the
Chief Inspector of Stock, Mr. Craig,
wrote to the Crown Solicitor a minute
dealing with the matter, winding up by
saying: " It would save time and expense
if the ease could be heard in Perth." This
was thecase against Forrest, Emanuel, and
Co. Now when this discussion arose in
Cabinet I told the Crown Solicitor that
the prosecution was pending. He saw
me when the papers caime down, and it
appeared to me then to be most unusual
and unheard of that for a summer y
offence committed at Coolgardie, where
al the witnesses resided, the Crown
should charge a man in Perth, and bring
the witnesses from Coolgardic to Perth
for the purpose of hearing the ease. I
do not know of any prccerleit. for this in
aL easo un1dr sumimary jurisdiction, in
which a mnan could Im lined from is. up
to £20, £50, or whatever the limit may
be. I do not know of a case in which,
when a summary offence has been comn-
Tnitted at a place like Coolgardie, the
charge has been heard at Perth.

AIR. MoaaI4: The offence was com-
mitted in Fremantle, and the Government
refused to take the Fremantle case at all.
The offence was removing cattle for other

purposes than slaughter from Fremantle;
and Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. were indicted
for a minor offence in Coolgardie.

Tim PREMIER: Pardon me. 1 dis-
cussed the case at the time with the
Crown Solicitor; and the charge was one
of taking cattle from where they had been

Idepastured to Emu Lake.
Ma. MORAN:. The chief inspector

recommended the prosecution of Forrest,
Emainel, & Co. for removing cattle fromn
Fremantle.

THE PREMIER: I submit not. I
wish to point out that here is a memo.
from the chief inspector suggesting that
this case should be heard in Perth. The
case the Government had in mind and
certainly the case I had then in mind, and
have pow-and this is the first I have
heard of any other case in point-was a
charge of removing those cattle f rem the
quarantine area at Coolgardie to Emu
Lake, some 34 miles, without a permit.

Mu. MoiAntH: That was -the minor
offence.

Tnns PREMIER : Pardon me. That
was the offence of 'which complaint was
then being made, the offence which I dis-
cussed with the Crown Solicitor, and the
only offence of which the Government had
cognisairnce; and it was in view of such
offence that I wrote that, as the facts all
arose in Coolgardie-Kalgoorhec, it would
not be fair to institute proceedings here;
for that, if we did succeed, we ought not
to be allowed the cost of bringing wit-
nesses down. "I think Uhr should be
defendant, as we are not called upon
to prove agency." That is the note I
made in the file, and that note was per-
fectly correct. There was no reason why
we should sue a man in Perth for an
offence committed in Coolgardie. That
was the offence we understood we
were dealing with at that time, and
the offence we were actually dealing
with. That was, the offence' I, at all
events, was dealing with, and in con-
nection with 'which I gave those direc-

i tions-the exact directions I ought to
have given. Accordingly that case was
thead A suggestion was made that

teprosecution should have been directed
against Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. That,
again, was aL moat unusual suaggestion.
Proceedings on summary jurisdiction are
taken against the man who commits the
offence.
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ME. MORAN: Who suggested prose-
cuting Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. on that
charge ?

THE PREMIER: Lot the lion. member
examine the file. Here is the memo.
to the Crown Solicitor. The suggestion
was that the charge should have been
made against Forrest, Emanuel, & Co.
I said it sbould be made in the ordinary
way against the individual who corn-
mijted the offence, just as in the
other instance the Crown prosecuted
the agent who removed hay-a Mr.
Watson-though be was not one of the
principals. For Such offences the prose-
cution is against the person committing
the offence, and not against the principal;
and there was no reason why the ordinary
rule should be departed from. on this
occasion. When I discussed the matter
with the then Crown Solicitor, Mr.
Burnside, I was not aware that I was
doing anything to which the least objection
could be taken, but thought that the
suggestions which I rejected were made
through oversight on the part of the Chief
Inspector, namely the suggestion to lay
a charge in Perth for an offence com-
mitted in Coolgardie, and to charge
Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. instead of the
actual person who committed the offence.

MR. THOMAS: Did the Crown Solicitor
agree with you on that point?

THE PREMIER: 'Yes.
MR. REID: Who was the Chief Inspec-

torP
TBE PREMIER: Mr. Craig.
MR. Rain: And that is how he did his

business-prosecuted in Perth for an
offence committed in Coolgardie.

THE PREMIER: I have no doubt the
suggestion made in this debate is made
as an afterthougt-that when the
memo, was first sent in, we never thought
of pro':eeding or taking any action in
relation to the offence committed by Mr.
Uhr at Coolgardie; that our idea was to
prosecute for the alleged offence of
bringing cattle from Fremantle without
a permit. That this will be the -allega-
tion now I have no doubt. I see from
the interjection by the member for
West Perth (Mr. Moran) that Such is
his contention. I can assure the House -
and I hope members will accept my
assurance-that when the Crown Solicitor
and I were discussing the matter, the
only question we had in mind was the

offence of removing those cattle from
Coolgardie to Emu Lake, an offence
committed by Mr. D'Arcy Uhr in
September of Lst year. The prosecution
was broughlt, and a conviction obtained
against Mr. Uhr. The next I heard of
the matter was some little time after-
wards, when Mr. Isidore Emanuel saw
wue and drew my attention to a notice he
had received from the Chief Inspector
requiring that these cattle should be
either quarantined at Coolgardie or
brought hack to quarantine at Owen's
Anchorage.

MR. PIGOTT: For what reason?
THE PREMIER: Because they had

been illegally removed from quarantine.
and were a dangerous source of tick in-
fection at Emu Lake.

MR. PIGOTT: What was the disease?
THE PREMIER: None. They were

tick-infested.
MR. TAYLOR: Were they not afflicted

with pleuro?
THE PREMIER: No.
MR. PIGOTT: If you will turn to the

beginning of the file, You will find they
were.

THE PREMIER: I will read the
memorandum.

At 6830, the DEPUTY SPEAK ER left the
Chair.

At 7-30, Chair resumed.

THE PREMIER (continuing) : I was
pointing out that the first occasion on
which I was brought into contact with
this question in relation to Mr. Craig
was in connection with the laying of a
charge. I explained to the House the
attitude I then took up. I was farther
explaining that I next came into contact
with him a few days later, when an order
was made upon Forrest, Emanuel, & Co.
that these cattle which had been removed
from Coolgardie to Emu tLahe should be
removed to quarantine at Coolgardie or
Owen's Anchorage. That was the alter-
native offered to them. Mr. Emanuel
had frequently complained to me that he
was not receiving fair treatment at the
hands of Mr. Craig. and drew my atten-
tion to this as an instance of what he
deemed unfair treatment. He complained
that ticked cattle had been depastured in
and about Coolgardie and Kalgoorlie
for some years past, and to ask him now
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to quarantine these cattle at Coolgardie
or Kalgoorlie, or as an alternative at
Owen's Anchorage, was to ask him to do
that which no other stockowner had been
called on to do for some years past. I
p)romnised I would see the Chief Inspector,
and Iaskedlffr. Craigthe question whether
as a matter of fact tick-infested cattle
bad been allowed to graze in and about
those goldfields townships, " because.' I
said, ' if so, it does seem unreasonable to
now ask that these cattle should be
quarantined at Coolgardie or brought
down to Owen's Anchorage; that seems
exceptional treatment to mete out to this
particular firm ;" and I suggested he had
better inquire into that point, because he
assured me he had no knowledge upon it.
I said: " You bad better inquire, because
if the facts are as stated by Forrest,
Emanuel, & Co. it seems rather a harsh
order." And Mr. Craig admitted that it
was so. I heard nothing farther in the
matter.

MR. TAYLOR: Was that the wily inter-
view you had with Mr. Craig in reference
to Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. ?

THE PREMIER: Yes; up to that
point the only one. That was the only
inquiry with him at all about this matter;
the only interview. I heard nothing
farther in the matter, and I believe that
this order was not insisted on, which
tends to show that the complaint raised
was well founded, and that Mr. Craig on
his inquiry had ascertained that tick
cattle had been depastured for some
years in and about Coolgardie and Kal-
goorlie, and therefore there was no need
to quarantine cattle in an area which had
carried tick-infested cattle for some years
past.

Mn. THOMAS: Nathan's wire did not
say that.

THE PREMIER: I know nothing
about Nathan's wire. The point I want
to wake is this. I placed the position
before Mr. .Craig. I said : " Make in-
quiries, and if the statement is correct it
is unfair to ask for quarantine. If it is
not correct, insist on quarantine regula-
tions being carried out." I knew nothing
more about the matter beyond this, that
I believe no farther steps were taken and
that order was not insisted on. On the
contrary, I .believe these cattle were
allowed to depasture at Wangi Dam.
The order was not enforced. These

cattle were not pleuro cattle. There is
no complaint on this file, at all events, of
their being pleuro-infected. If they had
been pleuro-ifeeted they ought to have
been destroyed. We would not bring
pleuro cattle from one spot down to
Owen's Anchorage, but would destroy
them on the spot. We are dealing with
cattle in connection with the order which
had been issued that they should be taken
from Emu Lake and quarantined, either
at Coolgardie or Fremantle. Obviously
these cattle could not be pleuro cattle.

MR. THoMAs: Tuberculosis cattle.
THE PREMIER: Well, tuberculosis

cattle. I want to bee p to this point
about the cattle. I should have thought
from that interview that Mr. Craig had
no right to assume that I took any par-
ticular interest in one side or the other in
connection with this controversy between
himself and Messrs. Forrest, Emanuel, &
Co.; but some time in October, a few
weeks afterwards, I read in the paper of
a record being placed on the table of the
Legislative Council in connection with
this matter, and I saw then for the first
time a memorandumn which Mr. Craig
had written on the 24th September, in
which he makes the most glaring charges

Iagainst Messrs. Forrest, Emanuel, & Co.,
and indirectly also against the Crown
Law Department. I had never seen
those charges before, and I have no hesi-
tation in expressing my opinion that the
memorandum was written by Mr. Craig
with the express intention of having it
placed on the table of the Council so that
it might be published.

MR. TAYLOR: How long afterwards?
rma PREMIER: That was called for

in the Legislative Council on the 8th
October. It was written on the 24th
September.

Mn. TAYLOR: 1902 or 1903 ?
THE PREMIER: The same Year. I

have no hesitation in saying that when
Mr. Craig wrote that he had the inten-
tion of having it called for in this method.
I am at a loss to understand why it
should have been called for by a memiber
in either House, unless by instigation
direct or indirect of Mr. Craig himself.
I say it is a grossly improper thing for
any public officer to make a charge like
that under the cloak of parliamentary
privilege. That charge was maode against
a reputable finn. It was a gross injustice,
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and Messrs. Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. had
a right to comnpiain of it, as they did
complain. Those charges were made
under the cloak of parliamentar *y privi-
lege by a man who would not dare to
makte them in the public Press, where he
could have been tackled for them by thelaw
of libel.

MR. Tnons: You are getting too far.
MR. PIGOTT: if that is the case why

did you not discharge him without an
inquiryP

THE PREMIER: That interjection is
quite right. I have already said Mr.
Craig could not complain of my actions
towards him.

MR. THOMAS: You had a prejudice
against him from the start.

THE PREMIER: That memorandum
never came biefore me. I observed at the
end of it this note " 1Returned to Stock
Department on the 24th September from
Crown Law Department." That is false;-
it is obviously false. It purports to be
written on the 24th, directed to the
Minister for Lands, but it contains no
memo, by him that he had perused it,
and to be sent to the Crown Law Depart-
ment. No menmo. from anybody; hut
there is an ink note at the end of it, that
it had been written by 'Mr. Craig on one
day, and apparently had gone through
two departments and got back the same
day, . I do not know who put that ink
mark at the end of it, but I venture to
say that paper did not come to the
Crown Law Department on the 24th
September or at any other time. If it
had, it would have borne on its face the
mark of the departmental file. I have
expressed my opinion that I believe that
memorandum was for the express pur-
pose of publication, and it was a gross
and cowardl 'y attack upon that firm,
whatever its faults nuav be. When
Messrs. Forrest, Enmnuel, & Co. saw
that, they complained ; and had they not
a right to complain? Would any mom-
her of this House like to see a matter
like that published of' him? That he
had been constantly violating the law,
improperly selling cattle, and breaking
regulations in every possible way, setting
this particular department at defiance ?
Would one like to see that made public.
and to find himself absolutely powerless
to take any action to put bihiself right in
the eyes of the public? There followed

a newspaper controversy, and the firm
denied the statements made and brought
counter charges. No legal proceedings
ensued, and a ver -y good job they did
not, because it was not a question for
legal proceedings. When a man makes
a charge like that he is the last who
should complain of want of fairness from
those against whom hie has made the
charge. Again let me say, as I did in
my opening remarks, that Mr. Craig has
no roud of complaint against this

Government of want of consideration
towards him. Following on that what do
we see ? We find several suggestions in
papers about my being mixed up in an im-
proper way in connection with the inquiry.
Mr. Craig was a bit garrulous, and I made
due allowance for that; hut I knew as a

:matter of fact that these statements in
the Press cme directly or indirectly
from him. If I consulted my own feel-

Iings, had Mr. Craig not been the old and
trie officer he was, I am not the man in
my position to allow a Government officer

1to go about like that talking directly or
indirectly about one, rightly or wrongly.
Mr. Craig has to thank his old services
to the State that these Subsequent in-
quiries were necessary. On 16th October
Forrest, Emanuel, & Co. wrote asking
for an inquiry. Had they not a right to

Ian inquiry ini view of titesepublic charges
made against them by a public servant ?
They said they wanted these charges
inquired into because they denied them.
It cannot be questioned that they were
entitled to that inquiry, and I was very
glad they made the demand. A man

Icould not be in the Parliament of this
State for eight or nine years without
forming some idea of the departments
that needed inquiry, and before T came

*into office the Stock ])epartment struck
mne as one of the departments that
needed inquiry and one that should be
inquired into. Whvn this matter-, there-
fore, camec to my attention -1 strongly
urged the Minister for Lands to hold the
inquiry himself, and pointed out to him
that it was not a question between one
particular firm and one particular officer,
but that it was a question affecting the
State to know whether the department
was being conducted as it ought to be
conducted, -and whether there was or was
not efficient administration in the depart-
ment. This was the point I was anxious
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to have settled, and I was anxious the
Minister should make inquiry to find wit
all about. his department. It was the
Minister's duty to do it, and I tried to
persuade him that it was. I say it was
clearly his duty to do so. If a com-
plaint is made to a Minister about any
fri,;tion that may arise between a men'-
ber of the public and the department
or an officer of the department, why
should not the Minister inquire into
it? What is the Minister there for? Is
he not paid to accept that responsi-
bility ?I'is be Dot put there to accept
that responsibility and discharge it?
We hear men talking glibly in this
House and on public plat-forms about the
need of reforming the civil service.
Here the whole of this debate depends
upon two of our efforts to reform the
civil service by dispensing with the ser-
vices of men who were thought to be
inefficient. All this outcry is raised, but
these members are not prepared to stand
by the principles they advocate, for
directly we apply them they talk about
red-tape and formal inquiries. If any
person has a complaint about a man in
my deartment, and so) far as I can exer-
cise anifluence in any other department
if a person complains about anl officer of
a department or of want of courtesy or
attention to the puhlis,aul inquiry should
be instituted into the complaint by the
departmental bead. There are of course
various grades. We cannot ask the
Minister to go into every complaint, but
the more important a. man is against
whom the complaint is made, the more
urgent the need that the Minister should
do it. If to-morrow an Inquiry was
made by a Minister into the conduct of a
letter carrier, what would be said if the
Minister stated that we should have an
inquiry' with a, board of three and with a
shorthanud ulte paid with all that par-
phernalia? What would be said if tile
Minister, in tile case of a coiuplainit
against an officer drawiing £200 a year,
said that lie woul.] have a board of
inquirY- and afl this paraphernalia? But
apparently the rules and regulations of
the £200 a year man ale not to apply to
a man drawing £500 or £9600 a year.' Is
the latter to have thrown around him a
protection that is given to no one else P
If a person is to complain against a man
holding such a position, hasl he to pay for

arbitrators, legal gentlemen, witnesses
and shorthand reports, and is be to go to
other expense before he can place before
the Mfinisterial head the facts of the com-
plaint he wants to lay before him? Do
any such conditions prevail in private
business'? Is it the rule in private
business that if one wants to complain
about a subordinate there must be a
formal inquiry ? Are there not men
in this House who conduct businesses,
who when complaints are made against
their subordinates do not themselves or

bvmeans of some of their responsible
subordinates inquire into the complaints
and see that their customers shall be
loyally anl well servedP These business
gentlemen are only too anxious to inquire
into complaints when they are made,
and why should not the same rules

*apply to complaints that are made
against members of the civil service by
members of the public who come into
contact with them? The Minister for
Lands at that time, however, did not

*agree with liy views. His ideas of
Ministerial responlsibility did not quite
agree with mine. He dlid not perhaps
believe so thoroughly as I did that it is
the duty of a Minister in a State like
this or in any other State to devote him-
self to administration. He perhaps
believed in the Minister dealing more
with high politics. Perhaps he would
nut accept the responsibility of holding
the inquiry as he did not have the
courage. The suggestion was then made
to have someobe else to do it, and various

*names were suggested. Efforts were
Imade to get the services of various
gentlemen, but they declined the responsi-
bilityv, and ultimately it was decided to
have Mr. Roe to inquire into the matter.

IThat was agreed to I think in January of
1903. Thus as Dr. Jameson, the then
Minister for Lauds, would not do it, we
made efforts to get, one or two others to
do it, and Mr. lc undertook to hold the
inquiry. Mr. Re at that time Ihad(
before him thelong-deferredliorthampiton
land resumption case. Members have
no doubt beard of that case. Certainly
every northern member knows of it.
That case had to be dealt with first.
Early in January Mr. Roe was nominated,
or rather on 22nd December of last year
I made a minute to refer the matter to
Mr. Roe, .M1. of Perth. I could thiuNk
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of no other person. From that time on
I thought no farther about the matter.
It had passed beyond my Iron, and
I had nothing to do with it, for
it rested entirely with the depart-
ment concerned to carry on the matter.
When I came back from the Eastern
States in April, I found that this
matter had not been heard, and was
still hanging on, and that these come-
plants wade in October, 1902, had not
been heard by April, 1903. 1 found that
complaints mnade by members of the
public against a public officer had been
held up during the whole of that time
and no progress made with them. That
was eminently unsatisfactory, due to the
fact that the Northampton arbitrations
which took precedence were unduly de-
layed and unduly lengthened, and were
not concluded as soon as we anticipated.
Those arbitrations as a matter of fact
were not finished until 13th May. They
began on 12th January at Northampton,
were continued in Perth during February
and on 1st April, and the award wa~s
given on 13th May. As members no
doubt are aware, the need unhappily
arose at this time to appoint Mr. Roe as
Commissioner of the Supreme Court.
On 16th May he was appointed Commis-
sioner, and he has been Commissioner
ever since. It therefore was impossible
for Mr. Roe, from the. very time be was
appointed in December, 1902, until the
present day, to hear this inquiry. When
I came back, as I have previously said,
from the East in April I thought this
question would have been settled and
the inquiry held, or at all events that
this stage of it would have been settled
and the dispute between Forrest,
Emanuel, & Co. and the Chief Inspector
determined. I found it had not. But
suppose it had been settled. That alone
would not have settled the question. It
was not a question so far as I was con-
cerned between this particular finin and
a particular officer, but one as to the
administration of that particular office;
and I was determined, whatever might
have been the result of this particular
inquiry, that some farther inquiry should
be held into the administration of
the department. I was not satisfied
with the department, and if this inquiry
had been held by Mr. Roe, or Mr.
Smith, or Mr. Brown, while it might

have settled the question between the
officer and that particular firm, it would
not have settled the question of main
imnportance to me-the administration of
the Stock Department. On that ques-
tion I determined that there should be an
inquiry, a Ministerial and departmental
inquiry, and not a formal inquiry with
counsel, clerks, and shorthand writers.
Members will see why it was that the
inquiry was not continued by Mr. Roe.
Apparently he had not the time to do it.
So far as I was concerned it passed away
from my control and iny heads on the
22nd December when I agreed to Mr.
Roe acting. 'I had nothing farther to do
with it; but when I came back in April
I found that Forrest, Emanuel, and Co.
had written to the Stock Department
complaining of the delay; that these
public charges against them, branding
them as law-breakers and as men who
wilfully and deliberately set at defiance
the rules and regulations of this depart-
mnent, and published abroad in October,
1902, had not been inquired into, though
an inquiry was demanded in the same
month. Was that satisfactory? Was
it right that matters should be delayed
like that? When I came back I saw the
Minister for Lands aud asked him if he
would hold the inquiry. I took the
same position as I tooki with the prior
Minister. I said that the department
bad to be inquired into, and asked the
Minister if he would do it, saying thatbe
ought to do it and that here were com-
plaints made by the public which should
be inquired into by the departmiental
headl. The Minister was prepared to do
it, and he did it, and did it with a result
that I have no hesitation in saying is
satisfactory to the public service of this
State. That department needed reorgani-
sation. It needed inq~irv. Without
saying the least unkind 'thing about Mr.
Craig, surely one can say that the time
bad arrived when newer methods were
necessary. Mr. Craig received his legal
pension.

Mu. CoNNoR: What was that?
THE PREMIER: £223 a y ear; bunt

be was given £250 a year. So we added
to his actual legal pension tbe sum of
£27 by way of additional pension. When
we dlid that we were conscious of the fact.
that Mr. Craig had done good work in
the days. gone by in eradicating the
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scab. Mr: Craig did good work for
the State, but he is not the person who
can complain of want of conaideration
from this Government. He is the
last man who should cornplain of it.
Complain ts have been made in connection
with that inquiry. It is said I objected
to legal gentlemen being employed. I
did object. Why in a matter like that
have legal gentlemen on one side or the
other? Why have legal gentlemen in
an inquiry of this nature? Is that to be
held to be the practice ? If I, a member
of the public, complain of an officer in a
high position, must I employ the most
expensive counsel on purpose to plead
my case; or should a wealthy public
officer who is complained about be
enabled to employ counsel, while the
individual who makes the complaint can-
not 'afford that counsel, and cannot
employ it? It eats both ways. It would
mostly cut the other way. The wealthy
individual who makes the complaint
could employ expensive counsel, whilst
the civil servant would not be able to
employ counsel. It is wiser in depart-
mental inquiries to) keep free from that
expeuse; I hold that opinion.

MR. THoMAS: It is usual, though.
THie PREMIER: It is not usual.
Mr.. Taoiwts: What about the 1Ram-

sey-Smith inquiry in South Australia?
THE: PREMIER: We are dealing

with Western Australia now. The
Ramsey-Smith inquiry was an exceptional
one; it was a. peculiar inquiry.

MR. TH~OMAS:- So was Craig's case.
THE PREMIER: That is the practice,

and I think that practice should be
retained as far as possible. I see no
reason why we should import into in-
quiries of this nature the need of pro-
fessional assistance. One sees that great
abuses might grow up if that principle
was allowed. It means this: the party
in dispute who can employ the heaviest
counsel has the best chance of success;
in other words, if a complaint is made
against ab well-paid public officer he
can afford to get expensive counsel,
whilst the man who makes the com-
plaint, unless he has lots of money,
cannot do that. If a complaint is made
against an -officer by a financial. or wealthy
complainant be can get the best counsel,
while the officer who is not well paid
cannot get that counsel. There should

be none of these expensive preliminaries
or expensive conditions. If a man wants
to make a complaint against a public
servant-and what are the public officers
but public servants-why should not the
rich and the poor alike have the right to
make complaints without havin to pay
expensive counsel to put their views
before the Minister, and the Minister is
to a certain extent a servant of the
publicP This will not apply to the mem-
ber for East Kinmberley, for he is one of
those wealthy individuals who can aff'ord
to pay counsel.

MR. PIGOTT: The two parties wanted
counsel.

THE PREMIER: The fact that both
parties wanted counsel does not alter the
matter; it is entirely outside the ques-
tion. T suppose both wanted it; I am
certain they did. The way the matter
cropped up was this. Mr. Emanuel or
Mr. IDarbyshire asked me if there would
be any objection to Mr. Pilkington
appearing at the inquiry. I said:- " You
need not worry; there will be no counsel
in the inquiry on either side." That is
exactly how it cropped up. Perhaps I
was a bit shodt-sighted, because the more
inquiries, the inore counsel, and the more
legal costs, the bettor for me.

MR. MorAts: You said the other night
you did not share in any of these matters.

THRE PREMIER: I am explaining
why I do not believe in counsel being
employed on these occasions. I do not
believe in it, and in departmental in-
quiries that shonld be discouraged as far
as possible. If Ministers cannot settle
disputes of this nature without the aid of
counsel they are not fit for their jobs, and
the House had better find others. If a
Minister cannot take on his shoulders the
responsibility of settling questions of
this nature, he is not fit for the position
which he holds.

T ra. M ORAN:- Wh at isa wrong with the
Civil Service Board?

THE PREMIER: We have not a Civil
Service Board. Let us deal with the
present and not the future. A nother
suggestion is made. It is said when I
gave instructions about the non-employ-
ment of counsel, I was aware of the fact
that an offer of a retainer had been
uado to Mr. Burt. Members must
know that there is no foundation at all
for that statement, ahsolutcly none.

Want of Confidence. [26 NOVEMBER, 1903.]
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Every member in the House who 'knows
the office hours I keep since I have been
Premier, knows that it is quite impossible
for nie to attend to private affairs. Every
member of the Rouse knows-or let me
tell him now-that from the week I be-
came Premier I bate not been inside my
private office half a dozen times, and on
those hair-dozen times it was not to
deal with private affairs. I b~ve nothing
to do with them, and the majority of
members know that I have absolutely no
connection with business. Seven years
ago I refused an offer of a. portfolio in
the State because I could not afford to
sacrifice my business. I satid that when
I became a Minister I should go in for
work entirely while I was a Minister and
give up my practice; and because seven
years ago I could not afford that, I had to
miss my opportunity. Now I have gone
into it and I am giving up my time en-
tirely to public affairs. Reference has
also been made in the worst possible
though characteristic light of the mem-
ber for flundas, to certain briefs held
by Mr. Pilkington. I did not get a
farthing, I do not get anything out of
what he draws from the Crown; they are
personal matters of his own entirely. I
lose by his appearing for the Crown, be-
cause where he accepts a brief for the
Crown it generally means a refusal to
the other side; T therefore am the loser. I
feel ashamed to mention matters like this
because they are degrading to a certain
extent. Thiese accusations are brought
against me outside of Parliament, but in
every community we find people who will
believe anything against members of
Parliament and those in office. They
will believe the lowest and un'worthiest of
motives of those holding office. They
think men hold office only for the pur-
pose of pelfE; and they believe the loes
and the unworthiest oif motives ofotr.
We cannot help that, small residuum of
public opinion, but we should not expect
to find an expression of it inside the
walls of this Chamber. I have done with
the Stock Department; I am satisfied
with the action taken in connection with
th~t department; it is -a more effective
department to-day. It needed reorgani-
siation, and that reorganisation was
obtained, and I am. glad to think the
present Minister for Lands, when. he
agreed to take on his sboulders the

responsibility of that inquiiy, showed
himself to be a man who was not afraid
of the responsibility, and who appreciated
the fact that we were going to have good
administration in Westrn Australia.
We want men who will take responsi -
hility, and who are not afraid of motions
of this kind being brought against them.
So far as the rabbits are conc:erned, I sa~y
I indorse entirely the action of the Min-
ister for Lands. There is no question of
greater moment than that in the State,
there is no matter on which we need to
enforce more strictly a sense of responsi-
bility than the construction of a rabbit-
proof fence now. There is no question or
work in connection with which negligence
is so fruitful to the State than such a
work as this. Mr. Inspector 'W~hite was
entirely trusted and be was entirely sup-
ported. AUl the sub -inspectors 'were
under him: they were subject to his
control, and his recommendations in con-
nection with the sub - inspectors were
always indorsed and carried out. He
himself reogntised that position, because
we find recently he has been trying to

Imake u p his case.- He say s, " Iknew that
II was re~sponsible for the sub-inspectors,
they being my subordinates; hut there
were two who I knew all along were
incompetent, but they had been placed
there for political reasons and 1 was
afraid to deal with them."

Ma. TnoOrAS:- That statement was
never made.

THE PREMIER: That was the con-
tention.

Mn. THoMAs: That contention was
never put forward.

Tan PREMIER: That is the conten-
tion he has put forward. I say, that is;
the contention arising. He is plaocing
the blame on two sub-inspectors. We
say, "No uiattar what bkrmck there was
resting on the sub-inspectors, you arc
the officer above them ; you are respon-
sible for Lhem, the same wi they arc
responsible for the men below them."
He meets that contention 1h' saying. "I
was not responsible for these two, because
they were political appointments, and I
dared not wove in connection with them."
What do I find in connection ' with these
two men? Take Inspector Warneeke
and the complaints in connection with
him . In March, 1902, the opinion then

[ASSEMBLY.] Debette, third day.
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held by Inspector White of Sub-inspector
Warneecke was a good opinion.

Mu- TaomAs: March, 1902?
THE PREMIER: Inspector White

said then, "1 am surprised Inspector
Geier going outside to report on Sob-
inspector Warnecke's work. These strain-
ers were condemned by Warnecke before
he went down in -December and before
the erection of any' portion of the fence
was commenced. I only wish all the
inspectors were as capable, and their work
was carried out in the same Satisfactory
manner as Inspector Warnecke appears
to be doing." This letter aper on the
file in Inspector White'swrting in
March, 1902. There is testimony freon
Inspector White as to Inspector Warnecke.
Subsequently Warnecke may have become
careless; I admit that may be so. In-
spector White contends, or suggests,
that Sub-inspector Warnecke was always
incompetent; he knew him to be inconm-
petent, and could not get rid of him ;
but here is a letter, and what fol-
lows from the lettere The very first
time Inspector White made a, recom-
mendation that Sub-inspector Warnecke
be got rid of, Warnecke was got rid of.
Inspector White was supported most
loyally. He cannot place his hand on
any recommendation which was not at
once carried out by the Perth office. He
was supported because we said, " We
hold you responsible for the supervision
and to see that the recommendations are
carried out."

MR. PIGOTT : His nominees were
not accepted.

THE PREMIER: We will come to the
question whether his nominees were
accepted or not. The fact remains that
Inspector White has spoken in the
highest possible way of Inspector War-
nec;ke.

MR. THOMAS: Eighteen months ago.
THE PREMIER: It does not matter

whether it was five years ago.
MR. THOMAS : But the man has altered

in the meantime.
THE PREMIER: The only point I

want to make is that when Inspector
Warnecke wan appointed he was not only
a competent man, but he was held by
Inspector White to be competent. I
have already said the man may have
changed; every man can change. The
wan did change, and the matter was

brought to the attention of the head office
and Inspector Warnecke was dismissed.
When we take the case of Inspector James
and the comprlaints made of him, we find
that he was placed under Inspector
White. Though James was a new sub-
inspector, lie was put immediately to the
heaviest, the hardest, and the longest
contract in the whole fence-Cocking's
contract, where over 1.00 miles of fencing
was built in six months. And during
that period, in which 115 miles of fencing
was constructed, this new sub-inspector
was visited twice only, once in April
and again in August by his superior-
Inspector White. And we had a letter
of White's written at the time of his
visit in April, wherein he says:-I
pointed out certain complaints. This
sub-inspector has been careless; and I
do not think it will happen again."
Then White makes another visit in
August, and finds that the causes of
complaint have not been remedied. The
fence is then for all practital purposes
finished; and his suggestion is not dis-
missal, but the removal of Sub-inspector
James to another job. Immediately the
department comply' with that suggestion.
They at once send up a man to replace
Sub-inspector James ; but when that
man reaches Inspector White, instead of
his being put in place of Sub-inspect)?
James, the man is put on some other
work and Sub-inspector James is re-
tained. I refer to Mr. Crane.

Mfn. THOMAS: You are wrong.
THE PREMI E: The records on the

point are clear. But as a matter of fact
Sub-inspector James was dismissed by
the head office, and not by Inspector
White. Now if James was so incom-
petent, why did not White recommend
his dismissal ?

Mu. THOMAS: He did.
THE PREMIER: There is no record

of it.
MR. THOMAS: There is the letter of

the 22nd August, on the file.
THE PREMIER: Recommending the

removal of James to some other work.
MR. THOMAS: For incompetence.
THE PREMIER: White did not re-

commend dismissal.
MR. THOMAS: Knowing who the man

was, he made the suggestion in diplomatic
style.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
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THE PREMIER: Is it not astonisbing
that Inspector White should leave a. new
and iuexperivnced sub-inspector in charge
of the hardest and heaviest work on the
whole line of fence, and should see him
twice only during the time occupied in
constructing over 100 miles of fencing?
Now will any business man Say that the
head inspector discharged his duty in 5o
actinge What was be doing during
that period of six months ? Was he
justified in the first instance in leaving a
new sub-inspector in charge of such a
highly important portion of the whole
work ? Those facts, I submit, clearly
show that Mr. Inspector White was not
discharging his duty. It is no justifica-
tion for him to say now, "Two of my
sub-inspectors dlid not discharge their
duty." Why is an inspector appointed,
unless to supervise the work of his sub-
inspectorsP

Mxa. TuoxAs: Read White's diary.
THE PREMIER: We do not need to

read his interminable diary and letters.
We want to see his recommendations,
We want to know what lbe has been
doing.

MR. THOMAS: Read his diary of travel
for the six months.

THE DEPUTY SPEAKR: I have already
called the bon. member to order.

THE PREMIER: Can Mr. White
point to one of his recommiendations not
followed, and more than loyally followed,
by the head office ? If he can, then to a
certain extent he has made out a case.

Ma. THOMAS (in explanation):- I can-
not in justice refrain from rising. If the
Premier had been present last night, he
would have heard me give an account of
the travels of Inspector White from
April till August. Not having been
present, the Premier is not in possession
of the facts, and is now making an attack
ont an absent. man whom I must defend.
The Premier's statements will mislead
members.

Tni PREMIER:- I do not wish to
mislead the 'House at all, nor to do in-
justice to anyone, though I may say I
could speak very strongly if I wished in
reply to attacks made -upon me in this
connection, both inside and outside this
House, in my absence. But never mind
them. The point I wish to make, and to
drive home as far as I possibly can, is
that Inspector White was in charge of

that fence. Inspector White left one
whom he knew to be a negligent and
inefficient sub-inspector in charge of the
heaviest and most important part of the
work-Cocking's contract-involving the
construction of over 100 miles of the
fence. During the whole time that
fencing was in course of construction,
Sub-inspector James was left there, and
was visited by White twice only-in
April and in August. What right bad
Inspector White to be travelling some-
where elseP

Mit. THO MAR: By order.
Tan PREMIER: Did White feel

justified, when he received orders to
travel somewhere else, in going away
without leaving a note of warning or of
protest behind him while those miles of
fencing were being built ? One loses
patience with a man who, after desiring
to resign from the public service, is taken
at his word, and then seeks to cover his
retreat by making needless attacks upon
me and upon his sub-inspectors. Those
sub-inspectors have for their negligence
been dismissed; and why in the name of
common fairness does this Inspector
White, of whom we hear such whining
complaints from memibers, mount a
public platform and from that eminence
attack and traduce those men who have
already been dismissed, and seek by
farther attacking and traducing them to
protect himself? Let us have some fair
play.

MR. THOMKAS: That is untrue.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.

member must withdraw that Statement.
Mu. THOMAS: I certainly do with-

draw, and I am not accusing the Premier
of untruthfulness; but I say the inference
is untrue.

THE PREMIER: I said in mny opening
remarks that we are apt in these discus-
sins to mniss the main issue in the
details. The muain issue is: has the
House confidence or no confidence in the
Government? We can never allow a
dislocated few to band together and say,
"We will attack the Government on
poits A and B." etc., and then to say,
"Because the Government have been
wrong on one point the House must put
us into power, regardless of how the
Government may have been acquitted in
respect of the other grounds of the ind ict-
ment." Members must take a cow pro-
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hensive view of the battle-ground, and
say whether the Government in their
administration as a whole are worthy or
unworthy of confidence. The issue must
not be decided merely on two or three
grounds chosen by those who launch
such a motion as this. I say of my
Government, after being over 16 months
in power, during 10 of which Parliament
has been in session, this being our second
no-confidence motion, that we have done
good administrative work in this State,
and not only good administrative work
but good legislative work also. It is for
the House to decide. We are on the eve
of a general election. In the ordinary
course the country will have an oppor-
tunity of choosing one of three parties to
rule-the Government, the Opposition,
or the Labour party. References have
been made to what I said recently at
Bunbury. I do not withdraw a word of
my statement. I hope that when the new
House meets there will be two parties
and two parties only-a strengthened
Labour party and a strengthened Gov-
ernment party :not a Government party
which represents capital-I want none of
that-but a Government party which
represents democracy. It is democracy
alone that is possible in the State of
Western Australia; and it is a demo-
cratic Government which I hope will
prevail here. We are to-day almost on
the eve of a dissolution in the ordinary
course of events. It is for members to
say, before they vote to-night, whether
they will hasten that dissolution. But T
appeal to them to pause before condemn-
ing Ministers who, during their short
term of office, have worked loyally, have
worked hard, and I believe have worked
well. And whatever the future may have
in store, I can go to the country to-morrow
or six months hence, with full 6onfidence
that the present Ministry will come back
stronger in numbers, stronger in their
hold on the country, and stronger in their
power for good. (General applause.)

MR. R. HASTIE (Kanowna): When
this debate was first mooted, there was
some discussion outside the House as to
the wisdom or uuwisdom of bringing
forward such a motion at this time; and
I then doubted and still doubt the wisdom
of the course pursued by the leader of
the Opposition. I am of opinion that the
best plan would have been to discuss, as

*they occurred on the Estimates before
the House, the different matters dealt
with by the bon. member; and the debate
as it has proceeded has strengthened me
in that opinion. But I wish first to say
that those who are associated with me on
this (Labour) bench have considered the
motion of the leader of the Opposition,
and generally the various charges he
brought forward in his speech, and have
come to the conclusion that although
many of those charges are highly im-
portant, it would be unwise at the present
moment for us to vote for his motion;
and that for various reasons. The prin-
cipal reason I wish to mention is that in
the event .of his motion being carried,
there would take place a considerable
change in the political aspect of affairs.
Whether or not the hon. member would
attain to office I cannot say; but my own
impression is that the success of his
motion would be followed by an immediate
dissolution, with the comiplete slaughter
of all the legislative measures we have
been discussing and formulating in this
House during the present session. I need
only mention such important Bills as
the Constitution Amendment Bill, the
Electoral Bill, the Redistribution of Seats
Bill, the Mining Bill, the Factories Bill.
and the Water Authorities Bill, with
many other useful measures containing
numerous provisions which the Labour
party believe will greatly benefit the
people of this State.. That has decided us
not at the present time to vote with the
leader of the Opposition; and that I hsve
mentioned as one of our principal reasons;
but at the same time. I wish not to take
part in this debate as a critic on one side
or the other, but to take every oppor-
tunitv on the Estimates to criticise the
different matters in relation to which I
believe the Government might have acted
in a better way. I have only to say we
all hope that next year within a Very
short time we shall be able to appeal to
the country on many points which we
believe to be very unsatisfactory; and I
personally wish-and I believe all my
friends do in this House-that the appeal
shall be made on as fair a basis as pos-
sible. Unfortunately we shall not have
anything like a population basis, but we
shall appeal to the people on a basis
which will be much fairer than we should
have, if we appealed now.
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MR. Jicony: Are you sure of that?
MR. HASTIE: That is my opinion.

It may be a6 very poor one compared with
that of the member for the Swan, but I
am glad to say the same opinion obtains
amongst those who sit with me hem. I
hope that when members have said all
they wish we shall proceed as quickly as
possible with the business of this State,
to put through as much useful legislation
as we can during this session.

Mn. F. CONNOR (East Kimberley):
I may firstly Ray that, so far as the no-
confidence mion is concerned, I was
not a party to the moving of it in
this House. I was not consulted, and
some of my friends-they .can speak
for themselves afterwards.- were not
consulted as to whether this action
should be taken or not. All the same
I am in sympathy with the motion,
not for the purpose of turning out
of office my hon. friends who grace
the Treasury bench--because ~I think
that would be a calamity which the
country could not stand at present-but
for the purpose of showing to the country
the manner in which the country's
business has been conducted. Those
who run the affairs of this country,
headed by my friend the Premier , came
into office for two specific reasons-
retrenchment and administrative reform.
They came before this House and the
country, and they are there now to
answer the charge whether they have
carried out what they were put there for.
I hold it has been proved up to the hilt
by the speeches of the members, and most
of all by the speeches of members on that
(Governmeut) side of the House, that they
have failed in both those objects. We
are asked to vote on this question on
two items which have been discussed here
- -the Stock Department and the Rabbit
Department. But there are much wider
issues which have not been brought
before this House, and which I bold it
was the duty of anybody who moved a
motion of n o-confidence in the Govern-
ment to bring forward. I am not
blaming my friend the leader of the
Opposition. What I want to point out
is that not alone the Rabbit Department
and the Stock Department are to be con-
sidered-they are bad enough ; but there
are other ad more vital questions which
have not been touched upon, and which

should have been touched upon. I am
not going to talk against time like some
members who have. tried to break records;
but to express my opinion in as few words
as possible. In the first place in my
opinion, to put it broadly, the Govern-
inent have failed in their administration
of the affairs of this country ; they have
failed in connection with what ought to
be a vital principle for any Government,
that being to give justice to men in their
emplo 'yment. They have not dealt
justl y with the Chief Inspector of Stock,
nor have they dealt justly with the
Rabbit Inspector; neither have they
dealt justly with Mr. Leslie, who ought
at present to be the Engineer-in-Chief.
if he got big deserts. They have not
dealt justly in details relating to a lot
of things connected with the Lands e.
partment, a few only of which I purpose
referring to. A, very big question which
has not been touched upon in connection
with the administration of the Govern-
ment is that of the Fremantle Harbour
Board. We know that a political job
was worked-I had better call it by its
proper name-rn the appointment of
Captain Laurie. The laws of a is country
were prostituted to enable him to hold
the position be occupies; that is accord-
ing to the line of my democratic friend
the Premier. We want democratic gov-
ernment here-be says Labour on this
side, Democratic Government on that
side-but is it democratic government
where a political job will be worked,
whereby a man can be a big employer of
labour, the very biggest stevedore in
Fremantle and a member of Parliament,
and at the same time. draw fees under
this Government as the chairman of the
Harbour Trust at Fremantle ? I ask
members to analyse this. I will not go
into any great detail, because this vote is
a foregone conclusion. We know the
Government will win, but we do not
care. When the Estimates come on we
will ask some questions-at least I will-
mn connection with this particular matter.
But it is fair to bring before the atten-
tion of the public and of this House the
fact that such a stile of things exists. A
political job has been worked, to appoint
a supporter of the people at present in
power as the chairman of the Fremantle
Harbour Works Board. His profits are
firstly as a stevedore, secondly his screw ats
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a member of Parliament, and thirdly the
fees he receives as chairman of the board.
I have absolutely nothing to say person-
ally against Captain Laurie, who is one
of my best friends; but it is the principle
I aw attacking, and I challenge the
Premier, who spouts his democratic ideas,
to say if that is right, to say that should
be so in a country he says he wants to
run on democratic lines. One of the
greatest injustices ever done in connec-
tion with the civil service in any country
was the indignity put upon Mr. Leslie.
Mr. Leslie was without doubt next to the
late lamented Mr. C. Y. O'Connor the
ablest man we have had in connection
with the engineering department in this
State. Mr. Leslie undertook the comple-
tion of the Fremantle Harbour Works,
and also superintended and carried out
the building of that great weir at Mun-
daring. He gave unceasing attention'to
it. I do not know that gentleman, and
if I passed him in the street I should not
know him, but I know his works. T have
no axe to grind in relation to what
happened. He was receiving £2700 a
year at Mundaring, and hp also had to
carry out the Fremantle Harbour Works
as wt.1

THE MINHISTER FOR, WORS: I am sure
the hon. member does not wish to mis-
state; but Mr. Leslie was receiving £500
a year at Mundariug.

Ma. CONNOR. Was that the total?
THE MINISTER: That was what he

was receiving at Mundariug.
Mn. CONNOR: Will the Minister say

the most he received was £500 per
annum?

TUE MINISTER: I say he did not
receive X£700.

MR. CONNOR: I say injustice was
done and an indignity was cast upon
this gentleman who cardied out those
works. He prepared a report on the
Eunbury Harbour, which would have
cost the Government thousands of pounds.
As soon as they received that report,
they told him he could go there for £500.
I believe Mr. Leslie was on his way and
had taken a ticket to Bunhury, anticipa-
ting that his services would be loyally
looked after. He received when on the
train a letter stating that his salary would
be £500; and he simply got off the train
and resigned, because he was not pro-
perly taken care of. There is another

poin iconnection with this matter. I
am not making a, charge now, but on a
no-confidence motion I think it is a fair
thing that any of these delinquencies
should be raked up. A matter which

Iought to have been discussed here is that
1of the Occidental Syndicate, as to how
they got hold of that land. Another
matter which has been talked of in public
-and it is far better to have it fixed up
to find out if there is anything wrong-
is as to the purchase of certain land at
five times as much as it cost aL few days
before. I am not making any charge.
We have been told of the dismissal of
Warden flicks; that after he was dis-
missedI he thought an injustice had been
done. I do not know whether it is true
-if it is not true no doubt the Minister
will deny it-but it is said that an action
is being taken against the Minister
personally for ] ibel, and that th e Govern-
ment are paying the expenses of the
defence to that action. I am not saying
it is so.

THE MINISTER FOR WoXSe: It is 80.
Mn. CONNOR: It is so; that is

better. Now we know that a private
gentleman in this State-because we
cannot consider the Minister in his
official capacity in this case, not as demo-
crats, anyhow-is said to have made a
mistake, and the Government protect
that individual. Of course it 'has to be
proved yet whether he has made a mis-
take or not.

Tan MINISTER FOR MINES: I think
the individual referred to is quite the

Iclass of person who would suit you.
Mm. CONNOR: Re would not suit

me except I had some particular job in
connection with-I forget what. Some
other little information I can give the
Government is in connection with a
matter supsed to be buried, but it is
not buried by a long way, for this is a
matter for which the Government are
responsible. I refer to the secret pur-
chase of land at Fremnantle. One of the
blocks bought by the Government was
not very long ago plirchased by a Fre-
mantle gentleman for £500. I think
that gentleman held it about two years,
and then he wanted to sell, and he called
for a, valuation. A valuation was made,
and the valuator valued the land at
£2,750. The Government for that little
piece of land gave £8,000.
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THE PREMIER: A very good profit,
was it not?

If . CONNOR: That gentleman placed
it under offer, I was informed, tbough I
cannot give it definitely, but believe the
statement to be true, for £4,000 a short
time before it was sold to the Govern-
ment, who gave £8,000.

THE PREmIRs: A very good bargain.
MR. CONNOR: All tbese adts come

back. Yet we have the Freman tle mem-
bers sitting on the Government side of
the House. The Fremantle members are
absolutely insulted by the Premier every
time he gets a chance, just the same as
he insults the Labour members. He
kicks them when it suits him, and whistles
them up and they come. They support
him in the face of this, and in face of the
fact that these secret purchases were
made for the purpose of doing a gross
injury to Fremantle on behalf of Perth
by bringing the railway across the Swan
on a high-level bridge and clearing the
way for The harbour to go right to Perth.
I do not represent either Perth or Fre-
mantle, so I can talk freely because I
have no axe to grind.

MR. GORDON: That is rather unusual.
MR. CONNOR: Now we are faced

with this position. This democratic Gov-
ernment talks about all it has done
for the people and particularly for the
civil service. What do we finid? The
other day the civil servants, four hundred
intelligent men, I suppose the pick and
cream of the country, met and declaimed
against the Government, saying the Gov-
ernment had done everything that is
unfair to them.

THE PREmiER: They said nothing of
the sort.

ME. CONNOR: The Premier will know
exactly what their feelings are when lie
goes before his electors in East Perth in
April or May.

THu, PREmiER: A lot of donkeys like
you have brayed like that for nine years
past.

MR. CONNOR: I did not intend to
say anything to hurt the feelings of the
hon. gentleman.

THE PREMIER: You could not.
MR. CONNOR: But I may tell him

when he is addressing me he is addressing
a man, and not an old woman like himself.
I do not go in for cigarette legislation,
and tea parties, and W.C.T.U. I said I

would not say very much about this
matter, and I aM Sorry the Premier has
drawn mec into more than I intended to
Say, but I wish to reply to a few remarks
ma~de by the Minister for Lands last
night. I have some notes taken from
Hansaard, and I will refresh my memory
from them. The hon. member said I
had attacked the Government on three
points. As a matter of fact I had not
spoken. This is my initial appearanceein
this debate, but evidently I must have
hit him on a sore point when he had to
go back to an old debate, and instead of
addressing the Opposition direct he
directed his attention to zue. The Minister
said that I made three charges. Hie said
that I said Stevens bad been dismissed
and another man put in his place. I tell
the hon. member Stevens has been dis-
missed and another mani put in his place.
I will just go a little farther and tell him
also that a man called Wood was dis-
missed at Owen's Anchorage and another
man put in his place.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: IS that
other man on the Estimates?

MR. CONNOR: It is Fitzgerald. Does
the Minister know him? Was the Min-
ister at school with FitzgeraldP

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
MR. CONNOR: The hon. member

was.
MR. MORAN: Was the Minister ever

at schoolP
MR. CONNORt: This is the most im-

portant thing I want to say, and it is a
sort of thing that ought to be stopped.
In discussing the Craig inquiry the Min-
ister said I was not stating the truth
when I said that I was the first to sug-
gest that evidence should be signed. It
is impossible to prove whether the hon.
member is right or whether I am right.

II make the absolute statement now that
r was the first to suggest that such a
thing should be done, and I say that I
was the first to sign the evidence. Yet
the'hon. member bays that three or four
others signed before me. It is an extra-
ordinary thing that, if we go to the type-
written copies of the evidence, we will

Ifind that they were signed, but these
copies were not made as the evidence was
taken nor while I was in the room. If
so, Western Australia is a most extra-
ordinary place. Here is the Minister's
own handwriting. I give the hon. mem-
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ber to understand that it is because I am.
not allowed I do not make use of a word
I wish to make use of towards him, but
I say he has no right to deny the state-
ment for he knows he is in the wrong,
and he has no right to try and put
any member of the RHouse in the
wrong. On page No. 1 of the written
evidence, where is the signature of the first
witnessP Truly the signature appears
on a typewritten copy made afterwards.
Whether it was copied before T gave my
evidence and walked out of the room I
do not know. There would have been no
record had it not been for my protest in
connection with the Craig inquiry. I
tell the Minister to his face that there
would have been no record. It would
have been absolute inj.ustice from an
irresponsible judge and a man who wats
not capable of undertaking the inquiry.
Hec was a prejudiced judge.

THE MINISTER won LANDS: YOU know
that is not true.

Ma. CONNOR: I am saying what I
mean, and I think members will. give me
credit that when I do speak in this
manuner I believe what I say, and not only
believe but know it. The Miniister had
no night to take that inquiry on his
shoulders.

Tn MiNISTER FOR LANDS: That is a
different thing.

Mn. CONNOR. I say also that in my
opinion the Minister was prejudiced, and
that he was also incapable of carrying
out the inquiry. To prove I am saying
what I think, I can tell members that I
personally waited on the Minister him-
self and asked him not to undertake the
inquiry. I knew the position, and I
knew what would be said. The Premier
has left the Chamber. I was going to
refresh his memory as to files that went
to his office and came back minus papers.
But I will let that go. I wish also to
speak to the Minister with reference to
Buchanan's matter. What the Minister
said I said was not true.

Tn MINISTER FoR LANDS: I read
the official records.

AIn, CONNOR: Will the Minister
deny this, and if he does I will accept his
denial and apologise for what I said in
connection with it, that the owners of
Osmnd station were asked to take up a
strip of country where there was an
alIteration in the boundary.

ThE MiNIsTER FR Wouis Eight
miles wide.

MR. CONiNOR, It is the principle I
want to evolve. It does not matter how
wide it was, whether it was one inch, or
half a mile, or 100 wuiles. Will the
Minister deny that the owners of Osmond
station were asked to take up a strip of
country which the alteration of the
boundary left vacant F And will he
also deny that the other people had to go
back on the boundary and could get no
option as to the strip of country which
was taken P I want to be just in con-
nection with this matter, and I went to
the Lands Office to-day and fossicked
this matter out as far as I could. When
one talks to surveyors, however, surveyors
can, always show a reason. They assured
mne there was no i njustice do ne. If there
was no injustice done I will withdraw
what I said. The Minister cannot deny
that the owners of Osinond station were
offered that strip, and that the others
had to go back on the boundary.

THn MINrISTRa rou Ans:. Do you
want me to make another speechP

MR. CONNOR: No; I do not. It
has been laid down that the word
"rotten" must not be used; but the
administration of this country hats been
absolutely bad, and I promise members
that when the Estimates come on
there will be other things brought for-
ward to show that the Government's
administration has been faulty, and that
the Government should not have the
confidence of this country.

MR. J. L. NANSON (Murchison): Up
to this stage I have watched the debate
as a, non-combatan t, and if I were to
study my own comfort I probably would
be wiser in not intervening in it, I must
confess, because I have noticed that in a
quarrel between two people where they
are closely related the person who inter-
venes generally comes off the worse. I
cannot forget, because the occurrence
is of so recent a date, that a few
weeks ago the Government and direct
Opposition were, so to speak, joined
in the bonds of holy matrimony. At
any rate, a very close alliance existed
between them. They were engaged in
fighting a common cause against the
rights of a majority of this country;
and now we find that these erstwhile
friends, these allies of a few weeks ago,
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are at daggers drawn. At any rate, I
can honestly congratulate the leader of the
Opposition in that, even at this late stage
in the session, he has shown some fight,
and I can congratulate him on the vigour
with which he pushed his attack home,
while, if I may be allowed to do so, I can
congratulatethe member forflundas, who,
although he spoke for so Iongatime,ended
up a very slashing and vigorous attack on
the Government, which perhaps created
an impression even stronger than the
speech of the leader of the Opposition-
an attack which it will take all the
ability of the Government to answer.
When one remembers the change that
has come over the Opposition during the
last few weeks in their attitude to the
Government, one wonders for a moment
if the present fight is merely a spectacle
for the constituencies. One wonders
whether the Opposition have actually
taken the gloves off, or whether they are
merely indulging in a sort of sparring
competition in view of the general
election. Are the Opposition so opposed
to the Government as they would lead us
to believe they are? Is their objection to
the Government based merely on the
points brought forward in their speeches ?
Are they opposed root-and-branch to the
policy the Government represent ? I
contend that when the members of this
Chamber are asked to pass a, vote of no-
confidence in the Government, and when
the ground for that vote is purely
maladministration, a specially strong
case needs to be made out. Policy Is
another matter. A Government should
stand or fall by its policy. A policy
may be wrong or it may be right, but as
long as the Government believe in it they
are bound, as long as they have self-
respect, to adhere to that policy and
rather go out of office than abandon it.
With regard to matters of maladmninis-
tration we have this difficulty facing us.
All Governments, no matter whether
chosen from members now sitting on
the Government side or whether chosen
from members now sitting on the Oppo-
sition side, have the common liability
to make mistakes; and we know per-
fectly well as reasonable men, no
matter what Government or set of men
occupy the Treasury bench they are
bound, notwithstanding the best will they
may show, the best wisdom which is

given to them, they are sure to make
some blunders. Supposing the Gov-
erment have made blunders, are these
blunders sufficient to justify us in turn-
ing them out of office?' That iz the first
question w6 have to put before ourselves
in dealing with this no-confidence motion.
I have listened very carefully to the
speeches delivered by members who sup-
port this motion, and to the speeches
of members who are opposing it, and
although I have not been in the House
during the whole of the debate I have
carefully followed the reports of the
speeches when I have not been able to
listen to them, and in some respects I
confess the Government have made mis-
takes. I think the Minister for Lands
was guilty of an error of judgment in
conducting the Stock Department inquiry.
I think under all the circumstances it
would have been better had he not con.
ducted that inquiry. The Premier made
an ingenious defence, a defence almost
unansw~rable on general principles, but
there were peculiar circumstances in
connection with that particular case in
which Mr. Craig was concerned which
would haie made it wis er for the Govern-
ment to put the inquiry into independent
hands. I am not prepared to go the
length of saying that a mistake of that
kind is sufficient justification for driving
the Government out of office; and being
opposed most strongly to the Govern-
ment on matters of policy J. am glad of
this opportunity of testifying my own
belief, whatever it is worth, that the
Minister for Lands, although I think he
made a mistake-1 do not think for a
moment that he or the Premier whezi
they took the inquiry out of the hands
of Mr. Roe were actuated by dishonour-
able motives-was probably sorry for
it afterwards. Look at the motion
particularly in regard to the rabbit ques-
tion which has been brought up. Here
was a Rabbit Department needing very
full attention on the part of the Minister
also very considerable time; yet instead
of devoting his energies to the genera]
administration of his department the
Minister devoted them for a considt-rble
time to one matter, though important
to the parties mainly interested, Forrest,
Emanuel, and On. and Mr. Craig, yet
not a matter of great importance as com-
pared with other duties which the
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Minister for Lands has to carry out.
But when I remember the energy that
the Minister for Lands during the few
months that he has been in office has
thrown into his work, when I consider
all he has done to promote the cause
of land settlement in this country,
I should be very loth indeed to condemn
the Minister at this stage because he
made a mistake in regard to the Stock
Department inquiry, and agaLin to -con-
demnn him because in his excess of energy
in some directions yet in other directions
the department under his control has not
received perhaps that amount of attention
which it should have received. There
can be no question, whatever may be the
fault of the Government, they are faults
of policy, and later on it will he my duly
to condemn what I consider to be their
faults of policy. A strong plank of the
Ministry, the plank which they can with
confidence appeal to the country on is the

pln of administration. It will be very
difficult for those who follow them to
work harder than the present Ministers
have worked, and I may say the mistakes
they have made are not duo to neglect of
duty, but hate been due to the fact thatI
they have rather attempted too much.
Had they been more easy-going, had
they" felt less consuming energy, probably
-they would have avoided a good deal of
hostile criticism. All of us are aware of
this fact, that one of the great needs of
the country is the reform of the civil
service, aild I do not envy the Govern-
ment who have to carry out the task of
reforming the civil service. There can-
not be a doubt that there are too many
men in the civil service at the present
time. We have too many persons living
on what I may call a starvation wage,
when we consider the appearance they
have to keep up, and yet a great number
of these persons are not giving to the
State the amount of work that is neces-
sary ; not because they are not willing to

give that work, but because of the multi-
'plication of officers and red-tape they
are compelled to indulge in stupid and
stupefying routine. While we may oppose
the Government on matters of policy,
when we consider that in every part of
Australia at the present time the civil
service occupies a very strong position
politically, that its force can be felt in
every constituency in the State, and in no

constituencies more than those around the
capital, we should be very loth indeed to
turn the Government out of power even
on the ground of administration of the
civil service, because in one or two
instances they may have acted in at hasty
manner in dismissing certain officers.
We should under these circumstances
look at their general motive, and recog-
nise when we have to deal with a civil
service to the extent of that which we
have in Western Australia, Ministers
would be more than human if they did
not make certain mistakes; they would
'be more than human if they did not
cause some injustice. I should hope that
a considerable section of the membhers of
the House believe that so far as any civil
servant is concerned and in regard to any,
injustice that has been committed, an
endeavour should be made tQ debate the
miatter not from the point of view of
party, but to see that, justice should be
done. I think the leader of the Opposi-
tion should agree that this should be
the rule in all such cases. In the case
of Air. Craig, for instance, and in the
case of Mr. White, an endeavour should
be made for the leaders on both sides of
the House to come together and agree
that when the matter is debated, it shall
not be debated on party lines; and what-
ever the result of the debate may be,
whether it goes against the Government
or for the Government, it shall not be
regarded either as a Government defeat
or a Government victory. Unfortunately,
in the heat of debate when the Estimates
were under discussion, the Premier did
convey the impression that he would
regard this matter as one of no-confi-
dence. It is very much to be regretted
that should be 'so. Our interests on
both sides as representing all sections of
the community in dealing with the reform
of the civil service are identical. We
shall never get satisfactory reform if
such questions are to be made party
questions, and the Government who take
them up are to have the Opposition backed
up by discontented members of the civil
service. I feel certain the leader of
the Opposition and those who side with
him, not consciously, have been a party
to tactics of that description. The
only other point to which very much
importance seems to have been attached
by members of the direct Opposition who
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pushed the attack home is the question
of the Point Sampson jetty. I have Eome
recollection of that matter having
cropped up last session. If I remember
rightly I took exception to the vote on
the ground that the Government were
asking the Committee to vote a sum of
money when the expenditure had already
been incurred. I confess if that be so, I
am only speaking from memory, but I
am fairly certain that was the case, that
it seems to me to afford one of the
stron gest indictments against the Govern-
ment. So objectionable do I consider the
expenditure of money on public works
unless in the most urgent possible cases
without Parliamentary sanction, that for
maintaining that principle I should feel
tempted to vote for the motion. The
Minister for Works in dealing with the
question of the motion as a. whole made
reference to the fact that everyone who
voted for the mnotion would be voting for
dissolution. I am quite at one with the
member that as far as the convenience of
the country is concerned it would not be a
suitable time to have a dissolution now.
The Federal elections will be coming on
within the close of the next week or
two, and a general election at the time
of the holidays would be highly incon-
venient to the country. Looking at it
from that point of view, and looked at
-from the point of view of Opposition
tactics, it can hardly be said the direct
Opposition or those7 on the cross benches
are in a position in the country to push
the matter. If they think the Govern-
maent should not remain longer in office,
they would do better to put off the time
of asking the opinion of the electors
until they have first gone on the public
platform in every constituency. Instead
of presenting their case in this Chamber
they should present it on the platform, as
the great political leaders do in the
Eastern States or in the mother country.
We have little enough, too little in this
country, of appealing to the people from
the public platform. We have plenty of
speech-making at social functions. The
Ministry, with all their administrative
energy, found ample time to attend every

agricultural. show during the last few
weeks; and we know well that in doing

this they are imitating the example of
other administrations, though I believe
when the present Ministry took office the

non-attendance at agricultural shows and
the non-delivery of political speeches at
such gatherings formed one of their self-
denying ordinances. But their political
virtue has in that respect evaporated into
thin air. I should like to see -and
politics will never be healthy in this
country till we do see it--th leader of
the Opposition and the leader of the
Government, instead of speaking so
imuch in this Chamber, speaking from
the public platform to the people
direct. When I became leader of the
Opposition I took almost the first oppor-
tunity of speaking from the platform of
the Q ueen's Hall to the people of Perth;
and I never had any reason to regret my
action. I went farther, and spoke from
the platform in other parts of the State.
And I feel convinced that any party
wishing successfully to attack this Cloy-
erment must do it by going to the
people, not merely at the time of the
general election when there has been no
opportunity for organisation 'or for
educating the electors: the Opposition
must he continually at it; must coni u-
ally take the people into their confidence..
But that brings me to another point.
How can the member for West Kimiber-
icy (Mr. Pigott) or other members on the
direct Opposition benches, after the
attitude they assumed over the Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill, address the people
in the large centres of population and
tell those people direct the Opposition are
afraid to trust themr; that the motto
of the direct Opposition. instead of being
confidence atnd trust in the people, is
suspicion and hatred of the popular
voice ? And when I make that remark
to the direct Opposition I make it with
equal appositeness to the Government;
beca~use the Government are particepa
ennuinia in this affair; the Government
and the Opposition acted jointly. Eoth
combined to defeat those of us who have
been for our action in the matter Of COn-
stit utional reform cal led " cave-d wellers"
-at title in which I glory.

MRu. J~conr: The crimind,ls held an
opinion different from vou rs.

MR. NANSON: If the hon. member
thinks it criminal to hold an opinion
differing from mine, he will shortly have
an opportunity of voting on an amend-
ment which I intend to move to this
motion. As I said before, I am not
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attacking the Government on the ground
of administration. And yet, if this
motion remains unamended, I shall find
myself in a difficult position; because I
shaDl have to vote fur a declaration that
the Government have forfeited the con-
fidence of this House and of the country,
because of faulty administration. N~ow
I do not say that; but I do say that the
Government have forfeited the confidence
of the House and the country by their
attitude in regard to the great question
of constitutional reform-the question
upon which this House same two and
a-half years ago received its mandate
from the people. There can be no ques-
tion that 'when the last general election
was fought, the members at present on
the Treasury bench were in a special
degree represeutative of those who urged
and advocated with all the force at their
command that we should have a thorough-
going measure of redistribution, it 'was

-never imagined at present we could hope
for redistribution purely on a population
basis, but it was hoped that -we should
go farther than we have gone in this
matter; and the Government, had they
been true to the principles they held at
the last general election-the Minister for
Lands had he been true to the principles
which tie enunciated so recently as in the
last session of Parliament-would have
brought in a Redistribution Bill very
different from that which was recently
sent to another place. I krnow the kind
of argument used against bringing in
a more drastic measure. I know it
was said that such a measure would have
no chance of passing this year; that it
would have been incontinently thrown
out, and that we should have had no
R edistribution Bill at all. But that
argument is sophistical; because if the
Government believe in a, thorough-going
measure of redistribution, it is their duty
not to be frightened by what may happen
inanother place,but as other Governments
have done in other countries, to stake
their political existence on the question
of redistribution, and to go to the coun-
try rather than yield to any demands
which the Legislative Couneil may make.
If the Government reaily possessed the
conviction of those of us who attacked
them on this question of constitutional
reform from these Opposition cross-
benches, the Government would not have

hesitated to maintain a firm stand over
that Bill; and no matter what might
have happened, if in another place that
Bill had been rejected, then the course
of the Government would have been
clear. It would have been their duty to
ask the Governor to grant them a disso-
lution, so that they might have an oppor-
tunity of appealing to the country, to
ascertain whether the country was not
determined that the mandate given to
Parliament at the previous election
should be obeyed. But it must be
apparent to all that the present Govern-
ment have no hankcering after a fight of
that sort; and when it was seen that such
was the state of the case, the conserva-
tive elements on the direct Opposition
benches were only too pleased to help the
Government, and to give them an oppor-
tunity of holding back the cause of
reform for probably another three years
at least, if not for an even longer period.
It is for this reason, because I utterly'
disapprove of the policy of the Govern-
ment, while recognising their compara-
tive success in the routine work of
administration into which questions of
policy do not enter, or seldom enter to
any great degree-it is becsuse I disap-
prove of the policy of the Government
that I shall move the amendment to which
I1 have referred, to strike out of the
motion the words " by its faulty adminis-
tration." The motion will then read,
"Ththe Government have forfeited the
confidence of this House and the country."
I regret that it should he necessary to
move the amendment, because the effect
will perhaps be to somewhat prolong this
debate; but I think it only due to those
who have attacked the Government on
principles of high policy that we should
have an opportunity of voting on the
wider aspect of the question. I do not
consider that the ease stated by the Oppo-
sition, although it discloses faults on the
part of the Government, is of sufficient
gravity to justify our driving the Gov-
ernment out of office. If the Govern-
ment are to be driven from power they
should be driven out on some great prin-
ciple rather than on a small matter of
administration; and there can be no
question, if we compare the two issues,
that the question of representation is of
infinitely greater magnitude. That issue
will elevate politics, in this State at any
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rate, to a higher level than is reached
when debating little questions of reports
from inspector this and inspector that,
on which if we are to base the continued
existence of the Government we shall
bring down Parliament almost to the
level of a. parish council. I move as an
amendment--

That the words "by its faulty adininistra-
tion " be struck out.

HEl. W. 3. BUTCHER (Gascoyne):. I
second the amendment.

MR. PIOTT: I should like the ruling
of the Chair. May I now speak to this
amendment, and if the amendment is
lost, speak again to the main question
in reply ?

THE DEPUTY SPEAXEE: So long as the
hon. member confines himself to the sub-
ject of the amendment, he can speak to
it, and again to the main question.

MR. XORAN:. I have spoken to neither.
In the event of my speaking to this amend-
ment, and of its being lost, I still retain
my right to speak to the original motion?

Tan DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is so.
MR. S. C. PIG OTT (speaking on the

amendment):- My reason for tabling
the motion of no-confidence is quite clear
not only to members of this Rouse but to
the public; and if I had thought it
possible to obtain the support of any
section of this House sufficiently unmer-
ens to drive the present Government out
of power, T should not have hesitated for
a, moment to move any motion which
could have had that effect. There can
be no doubt in my mind, after the speech
of the member for the Murchison (Mr.
Nanson) that he, in moving his amend-
ment, is actuated by only one motive.
He does it simply on his own account, to
raise himself in the estimation of the
public, and he uses any means he has at
hand to attain his own ends. I consider
that when he left this (front Opposition)
seat and took up that one (Opposition
cross bench), he was a coward. That
is my opinion of the member for the
Murchison; and I think it a straight-out
opinion. But it will never be said, so,
long as I bold my seat as leader of the
Opposition, that I will go back on my
opinions. With regard to the matter
introduced by the hon. member, the
question of redistribution of seats, during
two sessions we have beard him speak on
that question; and I can safely say that

in eithe r of those speeches he never made
one pronou ncement coincide with the pro-
nouncement on the same subject in the
other speech. Mfy statement will be
borne out by any member who will take
the trouble to read the Hansar3 reports.
His attack to-night in moving this
amendment is not an attack on the Go v-
erment : it is an attack on his old
friends who worked for him so well, but
'whom he deserted whet, he left the posi-
tion hie had held as Opposition leader,
because he could not get everybody to
sink all their convictions to agree with
him ; and now he makes this attack upon
me. I do nut think my meaning can be
misunderstood by anyone in this House.
I speak for myself and for my supporters
(direct Opposition) when I say that if
there is the slightest possibility-if my
friends, and his friends whomn he glories
in calling "1cave-dwellers," will now
take the opportunity given them of
standing by their convictions and going
to the country on this motion, I
also shall be proud to take ad van-
tage of that opportunity. The matter
has been reduced now to a very
simple issue. Even after what I have
said, I cannot, help being glad the
hon. miember has moved his amendment,
I condemin him in one sense for doing it,
because I consider it was a cowardly
action ; but on the other hand by his
having moved this amendment he must
obtain the support that he has had it)
this House on the question of redistribu-
tion, If those members refuse to support
the amendment on this question, they are
not the men they have told the country
they are. If they go back to the country
after refusing this amendment they will
condemn themselves in the eyes of the
general community. Members on the
direct Opposition benches did not see
their way to join with these cave-dwellers
on this question. The Bill brought into
this House wats a Government measure,
and I venture to say that every altera-
tion made in that Bill was outlined by
me in my second-reading speech, and the
House supported ine and carried all those
amendmnents. When the member for the
Murchison and his friends found that the
Opposition policy was being carried, they
clubbed together and said, " we will
make another counter attack," and the
result of it is this. The Bill is now before
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another place, and I claim it as an Oppo-
sition Bill. This is not the first time 1
have claimed it; I1 have claimed it many
times. The Premier has beard me say
that not once only, but often, and has
never got up in his place to contradict it.
It has not only been said in this House,
but it has been said in another place, and
it has been reported in all the papers.
The motion which I moved was justified.
No one in this Chamber. with the excep-
tion of those hon. gentlemen who occupy
the Treasury bench, has 'said one word
against the motion; and with regard to
the speeches which were made in reply to
it, there will not be occasion now for me
to go into details, but I hold that those
charges have been proved up to the hilt,
Lhat every itemn mentioned from this
side of the House, every question of
administration drawn attention to by
this motion, has been provedl to have
been faulty. I will take the replies of
Ministers as they were given to us. We
had the Minister for Lands.

MR. .J~coBr: Do not inake your reply.
MR. PIGOTT: I do not think there

will be occasion to make another reply.
If this amendment goes to the vote, I
intend to vote for it; therefore I will
have no chance to reply, and I will take
my opportunity now.

THE PnREH ER: With due respect, are
we not now dealing with the amendment ?

THE CHAIRMAN: The amendment.
THE PREMIER: Therefore I think the

observations should be limited to the
amendment and not the reply.

Mn. MORAN: Try to gag him.
Tun CHAIRMAN: He can reply to the

words of the amendment and the subject
raised by it, but not introduce new
matter.

Ma . PIGOTT: The motion was. " That
the Government has, by its faulty admin-
istration, forfeited the confidence of this
House and the country." An amend-
ment has been moved to strike out
certain of those words.

Mn. TAYLOR: Speak to the amend-
ment, and reply later on.

MR. PIGOLTT: In dealing with the
question of striking out those words, I
think I mayv refer to what has occurred
in this House on the general question,
and then I can give my reasons as mover
4~ the motion for stating my willingness
to have uly own motion mutilated as long

as the same object is to be attained.
The proposal is to strike out the words
" by its faulty administration." I
hofd that faulty administration has
been the chief trouble with the
present Government, and the speech
we have had from the Minister for Lands
convinces me that there should be no
doubt whatever in regard to that par-
ticular department. The Minister for
Lands in his speech takes great credit to
himself for having, as Minister during
the present year, erected the greater .por-
tion of this noted rabbit-proof fence. He
says his colleagues who acted last year in
holding the reins of Government could
only manage in the whole of 18 months
to erect 50 miles of that fence, and be
admitted that during the first 1.2 months
of their reign, that is since they were given
the power to staret to erect that fence, they
could only erect 12 miles. That proves
to me conclusively that up to the begin-
ning of this year they had not given that
attention which was due to this great
question of the rabbits. The Minister
says he is not an alarmist, and that I1
greatly exaggerated the danger which is
to be feared from the approach of this
pest. The Minister quoted froni a letter
which appeared in a magazine written by
Mr. Featherstonhaugh, and if the Minis-
ter wished to put before this country how
great in his opinion was the danger to
be attributed to the advance of these
rabbits, be could not in my opinion 'have
produced any document to have Created
a greater effect in that direction. He
said that in the Riverina country, after
12 years, Mr. Featherstonhaugh said he
could not find many rabbits passing
through that country, but he said that
those holdings were all small holdings
which were from 30,000 to 180,000 acres
each. They had been fenced, and aft&r
the huge expense of fencing had been
incurred the owners of those properties-
and mind you those properties are all
freehold and not leasehold-had to pay
on an average 30s. per 1,000 acres per
annum to keep the rabbits down which
were inside their fences. The Minister
could never ha ve considered this ques-
tion. The Riverina country is some of
the finest in Australia, and if the rabbits
had that terrible result in such country
as that, which is cut up into small blocks
and can be easily handled, what is going
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to be the result when the pest gets. into
our northern country, where our stations
consist of blocks of 500,000 acres at least,
and in some places a million and a half,
country that cannot be fenced because it
is not good enough to afford a fence'
We have stations in this State which are
bringing in at the present time magnifi-
cent returns, but why is it we get those
magnificent returns? It is because we
have such a huge amount of country. It
is not the quality of the country. I
venture to say that the average pastoral
countr Y in Western' Australia. where
sheep are bred will not average in its
carrying capacity one sheep to 50 acres,
and the Minister compares this country
with land which will run, or did run
before the rabbits got into it, two sheep
to an acre. I say the figures quoted by
the Minister should be enough to put the
fear that 1 hatve into every man in
Western Australia, because I am con-
vinced that unless something can be done
to prevent this pest from getting into our
pastoral country, the result will be that
we shall be entirely dependent upon our
sister States, for our meat supplies. I
have spoken to many squatters who bold
districts in the North.

Mn. Bunons: How is it that the
rabbits have not eaten them out ?

Ma&. PIGOTT: The rabbits have not
reached the north of this State yet.
Squatters have said to me when talking
on this rabbit question: " As soon as the
rabbits come to our country we will go
off; we will start to reduce our stock and
get out of it." Most of them have been
through this trial before in the Eastern
States, and they are not going to attempt
to fight the rabbits, for they know it is a
losing game. That is what I have tried
to impress upon the Minister, also the
necessity for leaving alone this new fancy
fence in the south that is to go into the
farming country. Instead of having that
fence, let him run a fence f rom the North-
West coast due east till he strikes
the line of the present main fence;
and instead of running the main fence into
La Grange Bay let him carry it to the
eastward and then up to the boundary of
the Northern Territory, and then north
along the boundary of that Territory.
That is the only fence, if we are to have a
boundary fence, to afford protection. The
present fence as outlined to-day will

Isimply shoot the rabbits into our northern
pastoral country. I condemn the Gov-
ernment oin this question, and their reply
to me is that if anyone is to be blamed it
is Sir John Forrest and the Lands De-
partment. Sir John Forrest is to be
blamed because he would not make a
move when the rabbits were 400 or
500 wiles away. It has been pointed
out that in this House two sessions
ago that we gave the Government a free
hand to go ahead with this work.
We gave then! a mandate to spare no
tinie, no efforts, and -no money to get the
fence erected, and we have to-day the
Minister for Lands standing up in his
place and claiming credit that though
the fence is practically worthless, and
though the rabbits are 70 miles within
this fence, be has not made the final pay-
nient on one contract. That is the h1oD.
gentleman who is going to be supported
by members of this House simply
because the wording of my motion does
not suit them. With regard to the
question of Mr. Morton Craig certain
charges were made, and we had a, most
eloquent reply from the Premier on the
matter. It was eloquent, but dlid it
clear the Government of the charge
brought against them? The Premier
said I hail been most ungenerous. But
the letter I read in this House, to which
he referred, was -not only known to him
but to the public, and it was the talk of
the whole town. By producing it in this
House, instead of being ungenerous to the
hon. gentleman, I gave him an oppor-
tunity of clearing himself against the
charges made against him; and did he
clear himself? I hold that the Premier
did not clear himself on this matter.
The Premier said I was ungenerous.
I deny it. I gave him the opportunity
of clearing himself. He has not done
so. Now I will deal with the ques-'
tion of the affairs of the Minister for
Works, and I can only say that the
reply given to the charges madle with
regard to the stock jetty at Point
Sampson was nothing mnore nor less than
an ad iaisericordiam appeal to this House
to allow the mistake, which he called it,

Ito pass over without being dealt with. I
did intend to go through these files one

1by one in order to prove my case more
plainly that I have already done. I have
in Haneard two little speeches to which
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I will refer. When I brought up this
question of the Point Sampson jetty last
year, I made the complaint that in my
opinion it was a&waste of money; but when
I was asked to move that the vote be
struck out I said "No; the Minister has
refuted myt statement. He saysthat this
jetty is going to be built with the money
he asks for, and, that being the case, he
evidently knows more than I know about
it, and I will give in." Probably the
hon. gentleman will say he never said
those words, but I will quote him. I
said that I believed the contract, had
already been let for the building of the
jetty, but it was known to all shipmasters
who traded up that coast that the jetty
WaS absolutely useless during nine or ten
months of th~e year. I still hold that
opinion, notwithstanding a friend of
mine, who is the agent for the owner of
those ships and whose office is in Dal-
gety and Co.'s, agrees with Mr. Leeds
that it was a good thing to build the
jetty. They were personally concerned
because they have a steam lighter running
out of this creek. Mr. Clark offered to
charter this lighter to mie at the rate of
one shilling per annum, and I could
charge 10s. for freightage on all the cargo
run by it. They are losing money on the
steam lighter, and it is to their advantage
that the jetty should be built. Whtt
does it matter to them if the steamer can
go in there one trip, and cannot go up to
the jetty another time ? Will the cargo
be landed ? No ;it will be taken on to
Singapore and brought back on the next
trip. This has occurred to me. Goods
brought to me at Cossack fromn Singapore
have gone to Fremantle without being
landed, and they were even not landed
on the upward trip. Yet I am told I
know nothing about this matter, because
a telegram was sent by a number of'
gentlemen, with most of whom I am
acquainted, who are against mue because
I opposed them on this matter. They
belong to an association of which I am a
member, and they' told me distinctly that
I was making a mistake in opposing this
jetty, and that I would forfeit their sup-
port. Those are the gentlemen who sent
that telegram, and that telegram was seat
after I condemned the jetty and not
before, as the Minister would make the
House believe. I asked the Minister if
he had any specific professional advice on

the jetty. His answer is in Hansard.
Specific professional advice was not asked
for, nor was it received. Now the
Minister points to one or two letters on
this file and contends that they contain
professional advice. There is nothing in
this file to show the jetty could not be
built, and there is nothing to show a
jetty cannot be built outside Rottnest or
that one cannot be built anyvwhere.
There is no professional advice
which shows that we could build a
jetty which would stand. The first
advice we have is that a jetty should
be built and protected with a breakwater.
Then because that scheme was too expen-
sive the officers were asked to draw out a
cheaper scheme, and they did so. The
scheme was to cost £203,000 according
to this file. This report has been through
Mr. 0. T. O'Connor's hands, and the
report says:-

In compliance with your request of the 7th
instant, I submit herewith brief description of
Commander Dawson's proposals, and of the
scheme now under discussion, and which is
marked B, suggested by the Premier.
This is the scheme for which Sir John
Forrest put £12,000 on the Estimates.

THE MINISTER FR Woagts: What is
the date of that ?

MR. PIGOTT: The 14th April, 1898.
Mr. Palmer says then:

In reply to your minute of the 11th, I beg to
state that I find Captain Dawson's proposals
were merely sketched out and apparently
roughly estimated; whereas when the hon.
the Premier asked that a survey should be
effected, arrangements were made that when
the Estimates were prepared they should be
for the minimum amount of work which it was
considered would be of use.
What does that mean? Does it mean
that they sketched out the idea of this
breakwater for fun? Does Mr. Palmer
here mean that the breakwater is un-
necessary ? That is the only specific
professional advice on the question. Any
member can read these files and see what
I ay is correct. We have a query by, Sir
John Forrest in a letter written by him in
which he says:-

Mr. Richardson's letter Seems to show that
the people of Cossack will be satisfied with a
jetty from Point Sampson at wvhich they can
Ship stock. Probably your surveys would
enable a report to be prepared on this request.
If a jetty were built at this place and if water
could be obtained, it would be a great boon to
this part of the district. I would be glad if
an early report would be made.
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From that date there is no report to show
that it would be advisable to build a jetty
by itself, or that it would st-and. On 80th
October, 1900, we have a telegram sent
from Roebourne from a representative
gathering of Roebourne and Cossack
conucillors, and that was read out by the
Minister. The reply was on the back
of it:

Reply that .£12,000 has been placed on the
Loan Bill for Point Sampson jetty, and I hope
that the work will soon be put in hand.
That was a promise by Sir John Forrest.
Now we will get to something else. On
12th October, 1890, there is a minute to
Mr. Darker. I do nut know who he is,
but I presume he is an officer in the
department-

If possible get out estimates for a proposed
jetty at Point Sampson reported on by Captain
Dawson. We had some papers on the subject,
bnt perhaps Mr. Ower took them away. You
might be able to wire him or Mr. Holland. As
welt as I can remember he said it bad a rocky
bottom. Try and get these down to-day,
because I want tbemn to-morrow.
The members who represented this dis-
trict had been worrying whoever was in
offbceat the ti me,but no professional advice
had been taken. We have now the letter
from Dir. Richardson. The Minister did
not see fit to read it all. I am uot
going to read it all, but it suggests that
the jetty should be put there. He does
not give any details about the possibility
of the thing being blown away. Now
that is the professional advice that was
referred to by the Minister, and out of
which he real soweextracts. Mr. Richard-
son went on to sayv-

This would permit of the approach of nearly
all steamers on this coast at any time of the
tide, the exceptions being the " Sultan " and
the"1 Saladin," both of which draw occasionally
rather over 18 feet. Even with these steamers
the delay would be short, as the minimnm
depth would only occur at dead low water spring
tides. With the exception of the two steamers
mentioned, all the other coastal steamers
could come and go at any state of the tide
and remain alongside unless an exceptional
swell was ranning. It is needless to point out
the convenience of this to both ships and
shippers,

THE MINISTER FOR WORS: YOU
said there was no professional advice.

Mn. PIGOTT:- I said there was no
professional advice sufficient to give you
authority to construct the work. The
Minister has stated hre never asked for
any professional advice.

THE MINISTER: Specific.
Mu. PIGOTT: This report says:
'No steamer would therefore risk taking the

ground as they do at Broonme, Derby, and
Wyndham on account of the danger from a
heavy swell rolling in before she could get
away.
What does that wean ? I thought there
were no storms at this place. The report
also says.

Placing the jetty in l2ft. water therefore
limits the time during which a steamer can
be at the jetty, and with mobs of 2,000 or
3,000 sheep to ship, a steamer would either
leave part to the detriment of the shipper, or
have to haul. off the jetty during low water
and return at high water to the inconvenience
and delay of the ship. It is therefore most
necessary that if the jetty is worth con-
structing at all, it is worth continuing to such
a depth as will be of use and convenience to
those uttlsing it. The prevaflng wind and
swell, as also the set of the tidal current,
is shown on tracing. Steamers would only lie
with their heads to the north-east both in
order that they may ride easily to what swell
there may be, and also that they may readily
get away from jetty should too heavy a swell
come in.
All through the winter, from April to
September, there is no g-uarantee that it
would be saf e for a steamer to go along-
side that jetty. I have had years of
experience in this place, and there may
be a, calin for a week at a time, then it
may blow an easterly gale, almost a
hurricane; but they do Dot call it a
hurricane in that country, because it
blows from one direction onlyv. No
steamer could lie alongside the jetty in
an open roadstead like that. This is the
professional advice on which the jetty
was built. I have looked through the
files, and there is nothing that convinces
me that there ever was sufficient authority
for the jetty to be built, We have letter
after letter from the department written
to the Under Secretary for Works in this
strain:

With regard to the funds for this work only
£1,000 is provided on the Loan Estimates this
year. It is not likely that more than that
amount would be spent. The total balance on
the Loan Estimates, including the £1,000, is
only some AII,600, so that if this work is
authorised, probably to provide cattle yards,
etc., and to complete the work an additional
£28,000 or £9,000 will be required to be rAised
from loan fund.
Is it to be a stock jetty?

THE MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes;
it is,
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MR. PIGOTT: Here is a letter
addressed to the Ron. Mr. Eason:

In v-jew of the fact of this work, if anthorisod,
will cost roughly £20,000, is it your wish that
tenders should be called ?-Approved. Call
tenders.-O. H. Bso.
So it goes on all through the file, until
we come to the recommendation of the
Cabinet, and this is the recommenda-
tion:

I recommend Cabinet to authorise the
acceptance of the lowest tender,Al06,967 1%s. 5d.
There is a sum of £211,600 set aside for this
work on the Loae Estimates leaving, say,
£26,000 to be hereafter provided. That will
not be required during 1902.3.
Cabinet approves, and the tender is
accepted. When this question is brought
up in the House what do we hearP
When I criticised the work I was attacked
by the member for the district, who said
I "objected to the jetty being built at
Cossack because, in all probability if it is
built at Cossack it will lead to the rail-
way being built from Cossack and not
from Port Hedland.." That will be
found in Hansard. After this the
debate was continued on the main
question. Here is the reply from the
Minister for Works:-

AUl he could now say was that farther
inquiry would be made. If it was proved that
the work could not be done for the money and
would not be of advantage to the district and
the State the work would be stopped at the
earliest possible stage.
The Minister is backed up afterwards by
the Premier to the same effect. The
member for the Murchison, who says this
is not a matter to criticise the Govern-
ment on, in the debate of last year asked,
did this Giovernment take on as a legacy
of damnation the works previous Govern-
meuts were not able to carry out? The
lion. member now stands up and moves
an amendment to the motion before the
House. In reply to queries the Minister
for Works stated that a contract had
been let for X12,000 for the construction
of a jetty 1,800 feet long, with stock
yards; and when I mentioned stock
yards and asked if stock yards were put
in which would cost another X8,000 or
£9,000, the Minister says " Yes, with
stock yards" Twelve mnonths ago it was
stated that the contract was let for a jetty
with stock yards. Are we to believe the
Minister whenever he stands up in his
place in this House? There can be no

doubt about the question whatever,
there is nothing on the ifile to say how
much cargo goes to that port, or how
much comes from that port. In reply to
that no doubt the Minister will say this
jetty is essentially a stock jetty. But I
remember in a speech lbe said it would be
convenient, and probably it would be
better, to have a bridge to connect the
island from which the jetty was being
built to the mainland. Does the Minister
know that the bridge would have to go
over a salt-water creek which is dry only
at certain stages of the tide ? At present
the people who wish to ship stock would
have to bring their stock down to
the creek at a certain time and keep
them there until the tide went out.
floes the hon. member understand the
position ? Before the jetty is of any use
the bridge will have to be built, otherwise
stock can only be brought down for a few
days during each fortnight. From the
edge of the creek there is a marsh, and I
think P-ain quite correct in saying that it
is four miles long. That marsh will not
carry stock on it. If cattle attempt to go
over that marsh after the tide has been
over it they will all perish. If the jetty
is to be of any advantage, before it can be
used there will have to he a farther
expenditure of nearly £100,000. That is
the position of the jetty. The next port
to Cossack is Port Hedland, and a jetty
has been built there, and the masters of
the steamers did not think it was likely
that their vessels would ever go into Port
Hedland, and it was only on account of
the energy of the gentleman I have
referred to before this evening, who repre-
sents the owners of the steamers, that the
steamers attempted to go into that port.
It is a tidal port with a bar. At certain
stages steamers drawing 16 feet can enter
that port, and when they are in they can
float easily. Inside there is practically' a
safe harbour, and the. Minister compared
this harbour with a jetty built in the
open.

Tnu MINISTER FOR Wouxs: I read
from Mr. Richardson's letter.

MR. PIGOTT: The Minister ridiculed
me in giving an opinion against this man.
Before I finish with this I may explain
that on account of Port Hedlund being

Ia tidal port steamers going up the coast
make it their business to arrive ait Port
Hedland as near as possible on what we



2366 Want of Confidence: [SEBY]Aedet

know as the day of thte moon; the tide is
then making; and that is the best time to
reach Port Hedland, The next day the
steamers reach the tidal port at Broome.
They could not get to the jetty there except
at the spring tide; unless they lose a week
or two on each trip they must make the
tidal port at a certain day in each month.
What is; the consequence ? 99 times out of
every 100 that vessels are coming from
Singapore they call at Brooime, which is
a tidal1 port. also; also at Port Hledland,
and then reach Cossack at the highest
state of the tide. There is a, marsh at the
back of the laud which is to be connected
with the island from which the jetty is
to be constructed, and no cattle can
travel over that marsh, no sheep eau
travel over it, and no human being can
travel over it after a high tide has been
on it. That is the jetty which I
have condemned; that is the jetty which
this country is committed to build.
Now I have to make only a few remarks
on the speech of the Premier; and I
repeat that he made a most eloquent
speech. Re said he had little to say in
reply, because all the charges against the
Government were questions of detail;
that the Government had worked hard
for good administration ; and. that Min-
isters had given more personal attention
to their duties than had the members of
any preceding Ministry. Now I do not
think the public of Western Australia
will believe that. He said that the
Works Department to-day is in a much
better condition than it was a few years
ago;- and on this question of the Works
Department, the Minister for Works and
Railways (Hon. C. H. Eason) did not
see any necessity for replying to my
charge, that notwithstanding the railway
rates of this country have been raised by
the present Government, the ratio of
working expenses to revenue has in-
treated. What does his silence mean?
That the Minister accepts my statement
as correct ?

THE MINISTER: 13y no means. My
reply will be delivered on the railway
estimates.

[Mt. CoNqNoa called attention to the
state of the House. Bells rung and
quorum formed.]

Mn. PIGOTT:- I shall not weary mem-
bers by dealing with questions which have
been threshed out. I submit that I have

proved my case. And before passing
entirely from the original motion, which
is proposed to be amended, before saying
that I agree to its amendment I should
like to say that I have to thank the inember
for Kanowna (Mr. Hastie), the leader of
the Labour party, for the strong support
he has given me. In his few remarks
this evening that hon. member admitted
as plainly as if he bad said so in words,
that he and his party do not approve of
the administration of the Government,
hut that though they approve of my
motion in principle, they do not feel
inclined to vote for it because its passing
means a dissolution.

MR. H"sTIE: I wish to say that if I
gave that impression I never intended it.

MR. PIGOTT: That is the impression
made on ray mind; and I think, when
the public read what the hon. member
did say, they will have exactly the same
impression. When we consider the
speech delivered from the Labour bench,
when we consider what the lion, member
said at the time I, at the request of a few
of my friends in this House, took up the
position I now occupy as leader of the
Opposition, it is more than marvellous,
it is astonishing to find that when thisi
motion is brought forward it is not
unanimously supported by the Labour
party. I cannot remember the exact
words used ; but I do recollect that the
member for Subiaco (Mr. Daglish)
ch:Lrged me with having juniped this
position. He charged my suppor-ters
with having practically robbed the Labour
party of the chance of showing the House
and the country that the only true
opposition to the present Government
were the Labour party. And what was
the reply ? We had fromn the member
for the Murchison (Mr. Nanson) a little
speech which convulsed us all with
laughter, but which should have caused
tears to run down the cheeks'of the
Labour party; for the speech illustrated
hew the. Chinese prepare for battle by
beating tomutoms and letting off crackers,
the preparations resulting in a deafening
and terrible row and in nothing else;
for as soon as the enemy appears, these
C'hinese warriors run away. And now,
as I told the Labour party in reply to
their statement that I had no right to
take up my present position, and that
they were the only true opponents of the

[ASSEIIBLY.] Amendment.
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Government while I was here as a blind,
I told them then that I would afford
them an opportunity for showing the
House and the countryththersa-
ments were true. Nwthe opportunity
bas arrived; and what is the result?
The leader of the Labour party makes a
speech to the effect that the motion
cannot be considered; and it is mar-
vellous that on a question of this kind
neither he nor any of his party should
think fit to make even a few remarks. I
have no objection to Labour members
trying to bold the balance of power in
this House. They did bold it for the
first session, and held it most profitably
for their own purposes; and it was in
order to checkmate the tactics of those
members that 1, at the request of my
friends in this House, took my present
position. We considered that though
we were few in numbers we were strong
in will; we would occupy this .bench
anad act according to our convictions; we
would support the Government in ay
measure which met with our approval;-
but we would fight tooth and nail, we.
would spare Do effort, to prevent the
Government putting through any measure
of which we disapproved. I think our
action will be approved by every member
of the community outside this Hfouse,
notwithstanding the sneers from the
Opposition cross-benches. Now that an
amendment to my motion has been
moved, an opportunity is given to
Labour members to reply to the few
cheerful and innocent remarks I have
made this evening. I hope to hear the
member for Kanowna make his position
clear, so that there may be no misunder-
standing. I hope to hear him say that
he never belonged to the " cave " party
-oh, no; he did not. I agree with him
that he did not; and that was a very
good thing for him, for if he had belonged
to it he would have voted with the Gov-
ernment. But what about his colleagues?
What about all those gentlemen whose
seats are vacant now? Where have they
gone? They have disappeared. Where
is the member for Cue (Mr. Illingworth),
the leader of the cave partyP

MR. MORAN:; He is looking up the
Standing Orders to see whether he can
knock out this amendment.

MRs. PIGQTT: Themember for Cue
has unfortunately contracted that in-

fluenza which happens to be so prevalent
on certain benches in the House. I am
glad to say that I am not at any time
afflicted with that malady.

Tax MINISTER FOR LAkNDS: You have
something much worse.

MR. PIGOTT: I congratulate the
member for the Murcbison on his moving
the amendment; because I am confident
he moved it in earnest, that he will obtain
the support of all his fellow cave-dwellers,
and that if those cave-dwellers will stand
by their opinions the amendment will be
carried.

MR. G. TAYLOR: I move that the
debate be adjourned.

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

Ayes ... ... ... 14
Noes ... ... ... 23

Majority against
AYES.

Mr. Atkins
Mr. Buteber
Mr. Connor
Mr. Jinasell
Mr. Sastie
Mr. flolinoa
Mr." Moran
Mr . .Hno
Kr. Pies",
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Tborn,
Mr. Throsll
Mr. Jacoby (Tell1,0.

.. 9
NOS,

Mr. Bath
Mr. Burgs
Mr. Diamnond
31r. Eing

Fr ;effkon

Mr. Qardiner
Mr. Gordon'
Mr. Gory,
Mr. Hicks
Mr. Hols
Sir. Hopkins
Mr. Hutehinson
Air. flingworth
Mr. Janata
Mr. McDonald
Mr. Oats
Mr. Phillips
Mr. Ptrkiss
Mr. QL.1"
Mr. Ba.o
Mr. Reid
Mr. Highan (Telte,).

Motion thus negatived.
[MR. ILLINGwORTH took the Chair.]
MR. 0. J. MORAN (West Perth):

There is some consternation among the
Phillistines anent this amendment. A
month or two ago there was a very
vigorous fight in this Chamber on behalf
of constitutional reform. There were
certain gentlemen then representing
popular electorates who were in deadly
earnest in their Strong advocacy of
an amendment of the constitution, to
give the country equal electorates or
something like it. The battle is fresh in
the memnory,,,Q9 the people. It lasted
until the ely 1 1bours, or late hours one
may call it,, in,,4he morning, seven o'clock.
I want to pqii* out to the country, where
are the men %.ho purported at that time
to go any length to eject the Government
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to carry out their convictions, because I
maintain there were traitors in that camp?
There were men masking under the name
of reformers who never meant to put the
Government out, and who will now do
anything to skulk behind any excuse in
order to avoid putting the Government
out, although the main charge now is
laid on higher ground than that of
faulty administration, for it is laid on the
greater ground that the Government
have been false to the planks of their
policy. Personally I am in entire accord
with the charges brought by the leader
of the Opposition. I would have voted
with him had I been the only member
behind him on the matter. I think he
brought charges of sufficient gravity
which, if proved, should put any Govern-
ment out, and I think be proved those
charges. That gentleman has risen in
my- estimation because of the careful
mianner in which lie put his case to the
House. I wish to state, after a great
number of sessions in this House, that I
never listened to an abler speech in an
attack on the Government and in defence
of a man than that by the member for
Dundas, in which not a word was wasted,
and not a shred of the patchwork defence
put up by the Minister for Lands was
left. The motion as moved by the leader
of the Opposition is sufficient for me to
vote on, because I am a straight-out
Oppositionist. I do not care who is
leading in putting the Government out, I
am following. I take this straight-out
view: there is a Government in power
in this country that I do not agree
with. I am not going to look round
to see what is the nationality, colour,
belief, or brand of weapons of mn*Y com-
rades under arms. It is sufficient for me
that we are attacking a common enemy,
that being the Government. Therefore I
am content to vote with the leader of the
Opposition- I am still More content to
vote for the amendment introduced by
the member for the Murchison. Why ?
For this reason. I appeal to the member
for South Fremantle. Where is be?
He was one of the hardiest, one of the
loudest in his denunciations of the Gov-
ernment for their action in regard to
redistribution. I appeal to the member
for Cue. Where is he:? I appeal to the
member for Southern Cross, and to the
member for central Perth. These were

*the comrades in arms in the big fight in
*which we told each other we meant to go
any length to carry out constitutional
reform in this country. Here is a motion
which as amended binds us all together.
My friend from Murchison makes rather
light of the details of administration.
From his standpoint he is right. He
takes a more extended view of Ministerial
responsibilitv, and no doubt in office
would be willing and able to take it on
his shoulders; but now we have come to
this stand on the question, that we who
believe in constitutional reform have a
chance of obtaining it. Undoubtedly if
the men who told the people of this
country that they wanted popular repre-
sentation in this Chamber vote with the
direct Opposition, the Government must
go out. If the Government do not go
out to-night, it will be because of the
men who had the temerity to deceive this
country by belonging to what was called
the -cave dwellers' party, and who are
absolutely going to be away or are going
to vote with the Government on the very
same question again. More particularly
do I appeal to the only solitary repre-
sentative of the Government Labour
party, my venerable friend from Mount
Burges. I wish the leader of the
Labour party were here. I have pro-
found respect for that gentleman. and
always like to have a word with him on
this question.

ME . F. REID : I rise to a point of
order. I wish to know if the hon.

Imember is in order in pointing to ine as
being the only representative of the

Gvrunent Labour party present.
TEDEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no

Ipoint of order in it. If the hon. member
Iobjects to the expression, all he has to do
is to contradict it.

Ma. MORAN: I am appealiigto the
solitary and venerable representative of
the Government Labour party at present
in the Chamber, in order that he may
convey to his colleagues my belief that if
this adjournment had been given till
Tuesdayv, the labour bodies in this State
would have expressed their perfect dis-
satisfaction with the Government. Why?
I will answer the question. The Govern-

Inmnent came into office on the backs of
the Labour party. Without the assist-
ance of the Labour party, they could not

Anoeudineat.[ASSPAIMAY.]



Want of Confidence: E26 NOVEMSBER, 1903.] Amendment. 2869

have got anything like such numbers on
that side of the House.

MR. REID: Did you come in on the
backs of the Labour party?

MR. MORAN: I am going to get out
on their backs on this occasion. Any
donkey is good enough to ride in a hole.

MR. REID: You have been the donkey
for a long time.

MR. MORAN: We will change on
this occasion. You know about the man
and the ass-you are the ass on this
occasion. I hope the usually quiet and
respectable member for Mt. Borges will
not get so wild and interject in this;
ruthless fashion. He knows I am easily
put off in discussion of this kind, and
any interjections to me are absolutl
fatal. The Government camne in pledged
up to the hilt, and as the debate develops
I shall read the speech of tbe present
Premier in favour of an absolute reform
of the civil service, and in favour of a
Civil Service Act more comprehensive
than the one introduced by Sir John
Forrest. The member for Maeuzies and
the member for Boulder were champions
for redistribution of seats. Let them
deny it. The member for East Fremantle,
a former member of the Cabinet, was
pledged in his speeches to constitutional
reform ; also the member for Collie and
the- member for South Perth. It is quite
true.

Mu. GORDON: It is untrue.
Mu. MORAN: I just wanted that

from the member for South Perth. He
is opposed to constitutional reform, and
he acknowledges it.

MR. GORDON: To the extent you go.
MR. MO0RAN: Do not qualify. That

is the hon. member's own trap, and we
will leave him in it. The member for
Menzies and the member for Boulder
were, I say, two champions of constitu-
tional reform. They made the country
ring and this Chamber ring with their
denunciations of any and every Govern-
ment which did not give the people
pr6per reform in this country, constitu-
tional government. Have the Labour
party kept either of those pledges ?

MR. REID: Yes; tell us one that they
have not kept.

Mu. MORAN: Are the Labour party
of this country in touch or not with the
great body of railway employees in this
State' if they are, the present leader

thf the psto insisted the other night
thtteeshould be classification of the

civil service and a proper rearrangement
of the Act dealing with the railway
servants. Who was it who carried a

Ivote in this Chamber on behalf of the
great body of civil servants, on a test vote
the other night to do away with Minis-
terial patronage so as to avoid the
brother-in-law question? Who carried
that vote? The leader of the Oppo-
sition. Then he is the man to sup-
port in this crisis in the country's
affairs; the man, no matter how bad he
may be on several matters from their
standpoint, who is far greater their
champion to-day than the men they sit
behind and whom they so slavishly
follow.

MR. HIGEAM: Why do you not follow
himP

MR. MORAN: I am following him.
I am voting for the amendment or for
the motion, one way or the other. It is
not at all probable that the matter of
office influences me.

Ma. GORDN: Do not. excuse yourself.
MR. MORANT: I am not excusing

myself. If I have to excuse myself I can,
but office has no consideration with me
because probably there may be differences
between me and the lender of the Oppo-
sition. I do know this, that in the
instances I have given, the leader of the
Opposition is advancing towards my way
of thinking, and that the Government
are perverts from their platform of years
past. Again I appeal to the leader of the
Labour party and to the member for
South Fremantle (Mr. Diamond), the
ear-wigger of the House who can whisper
denuinciations of any party and not vote
according to his beliefs, to the member
for Perth (Mr. Purkies) and to the mem-
ber for Yilgaru (Captain Oats) on that
matter of constitutional reform. In that
great debate, at 7 o'clock in the morning
a truce was called. The Government
were defeated because the leader of the
Opposition forced them to grant in the
Upper House another province. That
amendment came from the leader of the
Opposition. Again I say, is it not better
to trust the men who are consistent
all their lives on constitutional reform,
although they have differed from us, who
represent the old conservative party who
have held from the existence of Parliament
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the belief that the time had not come
for a redistribution of seats, and whom
we find steadily advancing on the road to
progress in constitutional reform. The
proof of it is that they have forced the
Government to consent to include another
province and democratize the Upper
House. Where are the paltry excuses of
those who say they are to keep the Gov-
ernmeiit in power because they cannot
trust anybody else? Their only reason
is that they are afraid to go to the coun-
try at present. The hollowness of any
other excuse is only too apparent. Let
this be denied by these gentlemen: the
leader of the Opposition has to-night
claimed that the Redistribution of Seats
Bill was his own. That has never been

-'denied. In that Bill, as introduced by
the Government, through the agency of
the party who sit on the Opposition side
a very big step was taken towardi demo-
cratic government by the conservative
party, whereas the Sometime democratic
party, the perverts to-day, fought strenu-
ously against it until they were forced to
give way.

Mr. THOMAS: If they had not given
way the Government would have gone
out.

Mr. MORAN: Yes. Does not every-
thing show that the gentlemen who sit
in Opposition are far more entitled to the
support of the country than the gentle-
men on the Government aide? If the
Government had not given way in the
matter of demnocratising the Upper
Chamber and of giving more representa-
tion to the goldfields, they would have
gone out. That reform came from those
sitting on the Opposition side of the
Chamber. I have already said that the
leader of the Opposition carried a
vote of censure on the Estimates
because after three years he would not
trust the Government any longer, and
would not believe their word that they
would reform the civil service. If the
leader of the Opposition is in office to-
morrow he is willing to reform the civil
service thoroughly, and I believe the civil
Servants have ten times more confidence
in the leader of the Opposition than in
the present Government.

MR. HIOHAM: They do not know him.
Mr. MORAN: In any event they,

know your leader too well. We have had
it stated in rather bombastic terms by

the Premier and the Minister for Lands
that the Government enjoy the confidence
of the civil servants of this contry.
Whyl Because of their rather question-
able methods of getting rid of one or two
servants. I ask the civil servants and
the Labour party this question. It was
Mr. Craig's turn the other day, and Mr.
White's turn. Whose turn will it be
nextP What civil servants can trust the
Government who dismiss their best ser-
rants in this shady mannerF

MR. GORDON:; Shady?
Ma. MORAN: I will answer that.

There is an official journal of the civil
servants. What do we find in it? All
through its pages nothing hut a re-echo
of that large public meeting in St.
George's Hall, in which that honourable
body of men rose up and said " We want
some sort of security from Ministerial
patronage and petty t 'yranny in Western
Australia, " what the member of East
Perth used to ask for years ago, and
what I have always asked for. The first
time that I spoke in this House I said
that I believed in an independent civil
service hoard, and that entry into the
civil Service should be by examination.
That is a plank every democrat must
have if he is true to his colours. Are we
to bav(S entrance into the civil service
because a. man happens to be a friend of
the Minister, or a member of some
particular family? No ;we ought to
have entrance for rich and poor alike,
open to every man --onsidered fit by
examination. We have a liberal System
of education in this country* , educating
the rich and poor alike to a good stan-
dard, and everyone should eater the
service by competition and in no other
way around the bush and over it as one
likes. The Government have departed
from their pledges in this matter. The
member for Menzies was pledged to it.
The member for Boulder was pledged to
it.

TanE MINISTER FOR LANDS: T never
heard of it in my constituency.

THE 'MINISTER FOR MINES: It does
not matter.

H u. -MORAN: .1 also sy it does not
matter so long as you have a large and
patient majority and a lot of hacks
behind you.

ThnE Paris: The country is going
to keep us here for life.
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MR, MORAN: These gentlemen were
pledged to this, and also to Sir John
Forrest's Civil Service Act. The Premier,
until he found himself in power with a
majority behind hinm, 'all his life was in
favour of classification of the civil service
and a proper Civil Service Act. He has
abandoned that view now.

THE PasnunaR: That is absolutely
untrue . I beg your pardon-character-
istically untrue.

[MNf. HARPFn tAo~k the Chair.]

MR. MORAN: It does not matter. I
intend to speak on the general motion if
the amendment is not carried. I hope
we shall have the pleasure of reading the
Premier's speech on this matter. All his
life he was pledged to classifying the
civil service. He has already been in
office three years without carrying it. out;
he burks his party on every occasion;
appoints a commission; spends £7,000
or X8,000 on one of his own appointing,
and absolutely flouts their report. Again,
what were the planks on which this Gov-
ernment came into office P I remember
them well. When we speak of this
Government as a whole, they came into
office on Mr. Leake's platformn-adm ini-
strative and financial reform and a
Redistribution of Seats Bill. I read Mr.
Leake's speech in the Queen's Hall 'only
to-night right through, and I find
throughout that he said he would con-
tinue Sir John Forrest's works policy,
but. "above all things," he said, "this
Government will have clean, economic,
and honest government and reform," and
he sat down amidst great applause. 'Hr.
Leake's mantle has fallen on the shoul-
ders. of one member of that Cabinet. At
least he was a member without portfolio.
Some of the Ministers still remain. What
does their reform amount to P An ever-
increasing Bndget since that time; a
swelling Budget and no economy of
any character; none whatever. Al-
though the revenue has gone up by haif-
a-million since they took office there has
been no reform and no economy, and
there are surpluses which are an insult to
this House. WhyP Because they are
clearly and admittedly made up of under-
drafts on votes for public works. One
hundred and fifty thousand pounds' worth
of votes passed by this Chamber were
never touched and never meddled with at

all, flat is their economy. Touching
on the question of surpluses, there is no
financial authority in the world that I
know of who advocates surplus finacinig
in dealing with governments. Continued
surpluses are a disgrace to any Govern-
ment. That is admitted by any authority.
They are the greatest aids to corruption
and carelessness, and they lend them-
selves to indiscriminate slinging about of
sops to the country. I ask for any
authority on Government finance that
advocates continued surpluses. How
much more is that aggravated when th ose
surpluses are not made up by judicious
reform and saving in departments, but
distinctly by the saving of expenditure
on works authorised by the HouseP
That is the financial policy of the Govern-
ment. What does, their financial reform
amount to? The credit of Western
Australia to-day is lower than that of any
of the Australian States. When this
Government took office the stocks of Wes-
tern Australia were the highest in the
whole of the Commonwealth. To-day
they are the lowest. Now I shall be told
that there has been a decline in all colonial
stocks and, of course, a decline also in
British Consols themselves. We shall be
told that the stocks of the world have
fallen through wars and rumours of wars.
That is true, But in the fall why did
Western Australia fall from the highest
to the lowest place P Why did she not
bteep her relative position?

MR. DIAMOND: Because financial news-
papers have made a' set against us.

kiR. MORAN: It is not denied that
Western Australian stocks fell lower than
any Australian stocks.

THE PREMIER: I hope the hon. mem-
ber will not think that because I do not
deny a number of his statements I
admit them.

Mr. MORAN: I was not thinking of
the financial pigmy of the Government.
I do not care what he thinks; I am
addressing myself to the coun try. I am
told that an attack was made on Western
Australia by someone. That is not true.
As far as I know, the attack was made
on the Commonwealth as a whole. It
was the bad financing of this Govern-
ment when they first took office that
caused the stocks of Western Australia
to fall low. Money was not too plentiful
and there were a number of short-dated
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binls on the English market, and the
Government rushed renewals an the
London market to the extent of
£8,000,000. Sir John Forrest, who
financed this State brilliantly for ten
years, would not have done such a thing
as that. Sir John Forrest, who has been

given the crown of genius as a Treasurer
by his detractors, what did he advise.
and this advice was given to the Throssell
Government? He said "Above all, do
not rush on to the London market for
permanent loans when your short-dated
credits are floating there." The Govern-
ment rushed on to the London market.
What for? For no new money for Western
Australia. To the world Western Aus-
tralia was borrowing, and it was foolish
to ask mnen who were carrying our credits
to take cash for them. A more foolish
piece of financing I never beard of. No
man in business would ever do that. No
State should do it. Sir John Forrest
after his long experience said " INever be
in too much hurry to take up short-dated.
pater which is floating very creditably
and at reasonable interest, and replace it
with long-dated bills which are looked
on as new loans to Western Australia
and which are not; now loans to Werstern
Australia." Deny that if you can. I
appeal to the member for Coolgardie.
Would 'he, aa a business man, take up
promissory notes which he had given and
replace them with cash ? Would anyone
but the veriest tyro at finance do any-
thing like that? No one who has any
experience of public financing would
have done it. We rushed to the money
market at home, and it was advertised
far and wide throughout the British
dominions that Western Australia was
still borrowing. Western Australia
another loan, another loan, and another
loan! And we were not getting one
shilling for Western Australia. That
is the dead set we are told there was
against Western Australia. If there was
any" dead set- against Western Australia
it was by those who came in on the cry of
financial reform.

MR. ILLIN4IwORTH:- I suppose you
know you are quite wrong. You have
not made a. statement which is correct.

Mu. MORAN : I suppose I know this,
that it will be the means of bringing the
hon. member to his feet to explain after-
wards, and he will prove where I am

wrong. I may afterwards prove that I
am right, because I have the right of
reply, and if the hon. member wishes the
matter threshed out, he can move a
farther amendmenft

Tim PREMIER: I thought we were
dealing with the serious phase of Parlia-
ment.

Mai. MORAN: We are lifting the
debste out of the ruck of the rabbit fence
and the cause of the civil servants; we
can deal with those matters on the Esti-
mates. We are dealing with the general
policy of the country, and the fitness of
the Government to hold the reins of
power. TVouching the wonderful financial
reform, it is blazoned forth that the
Government raised a loan locally. That
is quite true, but what did it amount tolr
I agree with~the member for Cue, every
word of the speech which be made the
other night, that the Government did not
improve business by their little bantling
of a loan on the local. market. What
was there new about local loans? for Sir
John Forrest, the greatest financier we
have had in this State so far, never made
a song about local loans, yet lbe placed
many of them at long and short dates.
He always got money locally when it was
not wise to go to the old country; and
when dealing with stock it is not so

Imuch their face value, it is the common-
ness with which they are held on the
market.

THE MINISTER FoRt MINES: Then
why did he not push on with the Cool-
ga~rdie Water Seheme?

Mnt. MORAN:- One thing at. a time as
the miagpie said to the parrot. If there
is one thing true about stocks, it is that
if you have a tremendous quantity of
stock on the market, at once the value
goes down, independent of whether they
are 8 per cents, or 4 per cents., gilded or
otherwise. If you want to increase the
value of your stock, retire it off the market
and nibble at it, and let the public think
it is precious stock and they must have
some of it. If you place stock on the
market the value goes down. Stock is
fashionable or unfashionable independent
of the country it represents very often.
The Government made our stock too
common; they put too much on the
market at one time. Touching on the
matter of local loans, Sir John Forrest
often got money locally;j he placed loans

[ASSEMBLY.) Amendment.
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here very advantageously, but the present
Treasurer placed a local loan so success-
fully that he got his money nearly as
cheap as our city council did. That was
the wonderful financier. The great credit
of Western Australia in the bands of tbe
present Goyernment is nearly as good as
the credit of the city council, but not
quite. I think the credit of the country
is as good as that of the city council, and
in other hands it would be better. 'Ibere
is nothing to boast of in the financial
administration of the present Government;
they depreciated the credit of Western
Australia. L naturally put my interpre-
tation of that. The Government have
depleted the people's money bank down
to ana unsafe limit. I agree with the
member for Cue in that particular. The
Government have taken all the money
they can out of the Savings Bank. This
is not the policy of the great financial
reforming Ministry, surely not. What
about their wonderful administrationP
Take the administration of this House.
Take their responsible actions aa a Gov-
ernment. They have trampled on every
tradition of Parliament They ,have
broken through the Audit Act. They
dismissed the old Auditor General because
he would not allow them to make secret
purchases of land. They paid X40,000 of
the people's money against the Audit Act
and against the authority of Parliament,
in buying land at Fremantle, land which
is useless to-day. " Secret purchases,"
if you please; and the method of making
those purchases was none too clean. It
was injudicious; and that is the worst I
will say of it. It was wrong and in-
judicious for a 'member of this House
who afterwards became Oolonial Trea-
surer to be the chosen instrument of the
present Government in making that
secret purchase. The present Govern-
went, we are told, are most careful of
the best traditions of Parliament. The
present Government are patiently sup-
ported by the members for Fremantle
constituencies. And X40,000 of Govern-
ment money was expended in pur-
chasing land in the Fremantle district.
Is that the reason for the support.
of the Fremantle members ? The
Government bought £40,000 worth of
land. What for? Let the Govern-
ment whip (Mr. Higham) answer. Let
those members ask themselves what else

has the Government done for Fremantle.
Why, the Govenment now in office
burked and bilked Fremantle at every
opportunity in times gone by, when Sir
John Forrest decided to construct the
Fremantle Harbour as part of his mag-
nificent, scheme for opening up this
country. Does the present Government
whip forget who built up this country,
and Fremantle with it? Does he forget
the services rendered by members now in
Opposition in keeping the Forrest Gov-
ernment in power? And what have the
present Government done ? Touching
the general motion of want-of-confidence,
I desire to say something. I should not
have spoken on the narrower issue raised
in the motion of the leader of the Oppo-
sition. Vote for it I should, but I should
have dealt with Mr. Morton Craig and
Mr. White on the Estimates. But now
we must speak; and I speak as one of
the old members of this Chamber, one of
the old supporters of the Forrest Gov-
ernment, loyal to the memory of the mnn
who once led me. I speak as one who
has not taken the first opportunity, Sir
John Forrest's back being turned, to make
a slave of myself to his erstwhile enemies,
as some of his other old friends have done.
I will not in this Chamber, on a general
vote of want-of-confidence, bear the pre-
sent Premier talk umcontradicted of what
theGovernment have done for the country.
Look at what they, have done. Look at
Western Australia when Sir John For-
rest came into power. What was it?
Unknown to -the world, unpeopled.
sparsely settled. What did he do for it,
he and his party-the gentlemen who
are called conservatives, but from whom
I differ on one point only, that they will
not go so far as I on the question of
redistribution? What did the old party
do for Western Australia? Have we a
great highway to the Eastern Goldfields?
Yes. Who built it? Sir John Forrest
and his party. Who opposed it? The
present Government and the member for
Cue (Mr. Illingworth).

MR. ILLINOWOE: Never.
MR. MORAN: Well, the member for

Cue advised its being built by private
enterprise, anyhow.

]SI. ILLINOWOETHI: He did not.
MR. 31ORAN: I perceive we shall

have the support of the member for One;
and I hope the member for the Williams
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(Mr. Piesse) will take his seat while I am
speaking, because I am "defending his old
Governmentandadmiaistration. Iwanitto
hear him say something for his old leader.
liehad more favours from Sir.Tohn Forrest
than 1. 1 never had anything from Sir
John Forrest, save the favour of the
friendship of a great man, and the privi-
lege of following one whose policy was in
the best interests of Western Australia.
We have a great highway to the Eastern
Goldfields. Sir John Forrest built it in
the face of the direst opposition from the
p resent progressive party. Have we a
highway to Bcunbury, to that fertile area

in the South-West, through our timber
countryF Who built it? Sir John
Forrest. Who opposed it ? The present
Government. We heard much talk re-
cently about opening up the Collie Coal-
fields by building a wild-goose railway
throkigh the desert to carry coal to no-
where. Touching Collie and its develop-
ment, if the members of the present
Ministry had had their way in the good
old days, there would have been no rail-
way and no coalfields. Why ? They
stood in this House in Opposition, ink the
early hours of the morning, trying to kill
theCollie Coalields railway-the men who
now boast of their rand efforts to build
f rom the Collie Coalfields ai railway
which will not be needed for the next
five years. Have we the Bridgetown
railway, which does not pay, into magnifi-
cent agricultural country? Though it
does not pay, we have it; and because
Sir John Forrest built it We have now
new champions of agriculture, the new-
found friend of the agriculturist, the
member for Boulder (Hon. 3. MW.
Hopkins).

THn MiISTER YoR MINES: Did he
oppose the B~ridgetown and the Collie
railways ?

Mr. .MORAN. I do not know whether
either you or he was heard of when those

projects were first mooted.
THE MINISTER FOR MinuEs: Neither

of us.
Mr. M1ORAN: More's the pity you

were ever heard of since, having regard
to the good of the country. We have
all these magnificent highways. They
were built by the old Government and
opposed by the present Government.
Let us come to some of the -wonderful
administrative reforms of the Govern-

I ment; for I have a note or two here,
though I do not often use notes, which I
made with the intention of speaking on
the general debate on the Estimates. I
did not speak then, because I thought
we could do better by speaking on the
items. However, I will1 ask the House
to turn aside from public works and to
consider democratic legislation, so as to
ascertain where the present Government
are and where the old Government are.
We have in this country something
which the present Government expand
their chests and talk about at agricul-
tural shows-an Agricultural Land Bank,
one of the most magnificent democratic
institutions in the world; an institution
which gives to the poor man the backing
of the State credit. Who introduced it ?
The Minister for Lands in the old Govern-
ment, the present member for Northanm
(Hon. G. Throssell). We have the
Agricultural Bank Act, doing splendid

service in Western Australia. Who
opposed itP The gentlemen who sit on
the Treasury bench, the farmers' friends.
The Premier does not like my statement.

Tap PREMI1ER: I do not; the hon.
member's misstatements are so atrocious.
As a fact, I supported the Agricultural
Bank Act most strongly in this Hlouse.
These statements are so shocking and so
mendacious that I do not like them.

MR. MORAN: I do not object to these
little exhibitions of temper; but I ask
for a withdrawal of the word mendacious.

THiE PREMIER: I do not say mendaci-
ous: they are incorrect; and as the hon.
member was a member of this House at
the time the Agricultural Bank Act was
passed, he ought to know better. He
has access to the records.

MR. MORAN: I repeat once more that
the present Premier is only accidentally
connected with the Government. The
Government were brought into existence
and matured and placed where they are
by the dead Premier, Mr. Leake. 'And
when the present Premier took office,
what did he say?, Ile said: "There is

Ino difference; the two Governments are
identical; we take over all the faults and
all the credit of the Leake Administra-
tion. " And I repeat, the party at present
in power opposed all the Bills of which I

peak. Do not let us quibble over this
matter. Is this, or is it not the legiti-
mate successor of the Leake Government ?

[AZSEMBLY.] Amendment.
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[Interjection by the PREMIER.] I say
that the party on this side of the House
represents the spirit and the best tradi-
tions of the Forrest Government.

THE PREmiER: It must be the potato
spirit.

ME. MORAN: That puts me in mind
of one of the nice things the Premier said
about the farmers in this country. He
said they had the soul of a potato aud
the heart of a cabbage. He said that
when speaking on the federation question
from the balcony of a hotel, and it is re-
ported in the Press of this State.

Tax PREMIER: He said nothing of the
sort.

ME. MORAN: The Premier was
twitted with it in this House and could
not deny it.

Tun PREMIER: He denied it several
times.

Mr. MORAN: The same way the
Premier, speaking of the member for
Mount Borges, said Coolgard ie contained
more skites per square inch than any
other part of the world. He also said
that Esperance consisted of two men and
a dog.

MR. REID: f rise to a point of order.
I wish to point out that I have not the
honour of representing Coolgardie in this
House, and that being so the parties
referred to cannot be in the Mount
Burges electorate.

MR. MORAN: Who told you I was
referring to you? I am perfectly well
aware that Coolgardie has not the mis-
fortune to be represented by the hon.
member. Poor old Coolgardie had a
lot to suffer, but she never had to
suffer from representation by the hon.
member. I am endeavouring to put the
truth before the hon. member, and he
will not listen to it. He does not want
to be told in this House that he took
pledges, and broke them.

MR. REID: I have been trying to
discover the truth.

MR. MORAN: There are none so
blind as those who will not see. We
have repurchase of estates in this country.
Who initiated it ? The Forrest Govern-
merit, and not the present Government,
many members of which were opposed to
it when introduced. We have the most
liberal land laws in the world to-day. I
know of none more liberal. Has there
been one clause of them made by the

present Government? They are entirely
the product of the Forrest Government,
the so-called Conservative Government in
the past, but a Ministry wh~ich made
more rapid strides in democratic Govern-
ment than any other Government in the
world in the same period.

MR. Din OND: Draw that mild.
MR. MORAN: If the hon. member

will simply look up Hansard and at the
statute book, he will be forced to admit
that the Forrest Government put the
whole of the liberal legislation of this
country on the statute book.

MR. DIAMOND: Do not forget Seddon
and Kingston. You said in the whole
world.

MR. MORAN: I say Western Aus-
tralia has made greater advance mater-
ially, socially, and politically than even
New Zealand. Mr. Seddon's Govern-
ment is the lineal descendant of the old
Ballance Government, and that was
working away at democratic reform long
before Sir John Forrest held the reins of
government in this country. He found
the country a most retrograde one, Bad
with a most conservative Constitution,
and he left it one of the most liberal.
Let us be fair in dealing with these
matters. As I stated, the repurchase of
estates is the child of the Forrest Govern-
ment. Again, touching the railway
service, this great body of men whose
interests are supposed to be so peculiarly
looked after by my friend the member
for Mount Burges. Take the whole of
the railway question. Do the men in the
railway service of Western Australia
throw up their hats in the air and pro-
claim the merits of Mr. George? Not
one of them. There is not a man
to-ay in the railway service of Western
Australia who does not condemn the
Government for that radical change -in
the administration of this country with-
out the sanction of Par-liament, in placing
a Commissioner in power with Czar-like,
powers. And who kept the Government
in power? The gentlemen who sit in
that (Labour) corner. When a vote of
want of confidence was moved in the
Government over the railway question,
who kept the Government in power?
The Labour party. I say they do not
represent the workers of this State in
their actions.

Mr. REID: Do you believe in anions P
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MR. MORAN: Yes; all my life. Did
you ever hear me say a word against
them ?

Ma. REID:- Are you a member of oneP
Ma. MORAN: Yes.
Ma. REID: Which?
Ma. MORAN: The universal brother-

hood of man. (General laughter.) I
say the Government broke all precedent.
I do not think the like was ever dlone in
Australia. In dealing with the actions
of this Government, the question of
rabbits and that of the Stock Department
have loomed rather largely in the dyes of
this House. It is like looking through a
long perspective. A body near assumes big
dimensions. We must not forget there
are bigger objects down the perspective
to condemn the Government for.

Mr. REID: We shall 'want a spy-glass.
Mr. MoRAa: We shall want a spy-

glass to see the intelligence of the hon.
member. Fight this battle on the true
principle that this Government has failed
in its duties in this country. When the
Government appointed Mr. George they
did what no Government in this country
had before done: they changed the
method of government without the
sanction of Parliament. Now I will give
my friends from the goldfields one. I
am sorry the distinguished member for
Kanowna is not here. He put the gag
on at the instance of the Government in
the debate the other night. Did the
Government or did they not raise the
railway rates to the goldfields ? That will
be ventilated on the goldfields, no doubt.
Did they or did they not alter the whole
system of governing the railways in this
country by appointing Mr. George in
the most shady manner possible? A
political opponent, a bad one, a truculent
one, and an untiring one. What quali-
fications had he to be placed over the
destinies of 6,000.men, like a Czar?
Why? Because he had been a success-
flt railway ganger and contractor; that
is all Nobody ever knew that Mr.
George ever ran even a tramway, let alone
a railway line. I am not going to
let these big items sink into oblivion.
They are bigger than those other
questions. The Government appointed
Mr. George, I say, in the most
shady manner possible. There were
reasons then which led the public
to suspect that Mr. George was

silenced by that appointment. I say lie
had never managed a, railway in his life.
What connection is there between an
engineer or a railway contractor, and a
man who administers a railway ? Just
as much as there is between a trained
architect and a carpenter. OnLe branch
of railway work is its construction; but
you never yet saw a great engineer and a
great administrator in the same person.
Tell me any one, it you can, in any part
of the world. The admainistration of
railways, dealing with tickets, rates, and
fares, is an art, a great science learned
by years of service, and the great railway
administrators of this world have worked
their way up in railway administration.
They start in a, ticket office and work up.
The greatest men ina the world to -day, and
the best paid men in the world are the
administrators of large concerns like rail-
ways. They are not railway conitractors.
It is a diffrent thing alto gether. And
yet Mr. George was appointed by the Gov-
ernment, supported by the Labour party,
and kept in power when that Government
backed up -Mr. George in harassing the
lives of the r-ailway servants. What was
one of the first actions of the Government
when they came into power ? They
caused a railway strike because they
would not give workmen workiug in the
heat and the sun 8s. a day. They put a
Czar over the men. There was a vote of
want of confidence moved from this side
of the House. Who then supported the
Government P The Labour party. The
Government raised the rates to the gold-
fields without the consent of Parliamient
last year.

Mfa. HTGHAM: Give us something
modern.

Mn. M ORAN: I would have to retire
from the hon. gentleman, because he is
antiquated. Do you object to the mag-
nificent actions of the Government being
trotted forward in the light of the day ?
If so, contradict them. The member for
Fremnantle feels a bit ashamed.

MR, UzenjAs: I do not. I would if I
sat alongside of you.

MR. CoNroi: You ought to.
MR, HLRA31: I do not.
Mn. MORAN: Although the member

for Fremantle is' a bit away from me he
is a bit ashamed, and does not like these
things being trotted out.

[ASSEMBLY.1 Amendment.
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MR. HiGEAM: Blow off the froth, and
let us get to the point.

Mu. MORAN: You have blown the
froth off a good many times, yourself.
The Government raised the railway
rates to the goldfields, and that action
was defended by the present Premier,
not by the old Premier. The present
Premier spoke at length in this House
in reply to myself and the member
for the Murchison and other members of
the Opposition, and defended the action
of the Government in raising the r-ates to
the goldfields above those imposed by the
present member for the Williams, who
was so severely taken to task to-night by
the Premier because he had not worked
as hard as the present administrator. I
know that no man ever worked harder in
this country than Sir John Forrest, and
tha~t there was no one more capable and
no one who did more, and no man who
has held the portfolio of Works and
Railways ever worked hafrder than the
member for the Williams. I did not agree
with the hon. member's policy in the
finish', but a'more honest., fearless and
devoted Minister this State never had,
and of that I am confident. He was
honest because he went down rather than
give way on his convictions. That is
another matter; but all honour to the
man who goes down holding to his con-
victions. The present Government raised
the railway rates to the goldfields. what
forP To make those railways pay losses
on other railways somewhere in the south-
west which did not pay. And who sup-
ported them ? The Labour bench. This
Government have been supported by that
party so long-

Ma. REiD: Give us something new.
MR. MORAN: These facts are like old

wine. They are exhilarating. See how
they have stirred up the hon. member.

Mu. REiD: It shows a, great want of
ingenuity on your part. Give us some-
thing fresh.

Mu. MORAN: The hon, gentleman is
very thick in the hide, and shafts have to
be very sharp to pierce him. When I
started I said I would show how much
the boast of the Premier and Minister
for Lands, that they enjoyed the confi-
dence of the civil service, was based on.
I would premise what I am saying by
this fact. I know the feeling of the civil
servants in Perth, and none know it better.

Why? Because I sat in this Chamber
and fought as one man could fight all I
knew how against the ruthless destruction
of their rights and privileges under the
Civil Service Act of Sir John Forrest. I
am no new-found convert to the rights
and justice of the civil servants. I am
not catering for their votes for the coming
election, for it has been a lifelong matter
with me. I havre always been an advo-
cate from the first for a civil service
tribunal and for entrance b 'y examination
into the service for rich and poor alike.
I have always been an advocate of proper
rules and regulations, rights and privi-
leges in the service. When our present
Premier introduced the Act cancelling
Sir John Forrest's Act it can be seen in
Hansard that f offered what resistance I
could to those rights and privileges being
taken away. I will always object to the
lives and fortunes of the civil servants of
the country being placed at the caprice
of -Ministers, who are humanm creatures
subject to the emotions of humanity, and

subject to prejudices and feelings and
spites. I accuse the present Government
of being spiteful to Mr. Morton Craig
and to Mr. Wbite, and of dismissing
them unfairly, and of cloaking up the
dismissals by refusing inquiry and refus-
ing the papers, and of taking an inquiry
out of the hands of Mr. Roe, who has
since said that he had plenty of time to
hold the inquiry and did not know why
it was taken away from him. I hope that
statement will go forth. The Govern-
ment say that they have the confidence
of the Parliament and the country. I
can safely say that of the Opposition.
The leader of the Opposition and his
compact party are entirely in favour of
classification of civil servants, and have
carried a vote in this House to compel
any party to take it in hand. I have
been in favour of it, and always have
been. The Government side have always
been the stumbling block. What did the
youthful member for Hannans say the
other night touching on the matter of
these inquiries into actions of civil
servants when we desired to bring these
eases of injustice before the House-the
matters of M~r. Morton Craig and Mr.
whiteP The member for Hannans said
that he thought it was a great act of dis-

loyalty on the part of civil servants to
iapproach a member of the House. This

Want of Oonfidence: [26 NovEmant, 1903.)
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young Czar would cut off a civil servant's
head. Yet he is aLabour man. Labour
legislation was brought into existence for
one thing alone. Labour members and
Labour legislation had their birth because
of tyranny in the old days, and because
of the Czar-like powers of men in public
and private life, and because of the wrongs
of employees in old days, and because of
the power of the employer to dismiss
servants without notice. The Labour
members have been brought into existence
all the world over to give the down-
trodden a chance of a fair hearing, and to
see that all men get justice. If that is
not the object of Labour legislation I do
not know what its object is. It is the
object if Labour members are true to their
planks. Labour members have done the
grandest work in the world for rears past.
I am not talking of the ad vanced ideas
of Socialism and some of the planks in
the Labour platform with which I do not
believe; but I am talking of the
magnificent work they have done in
bringing justice and right to the homes
of those who never had it before.
Yet when we bring the wrongs of civil
servants before the House and endeavour
to get them justice, this hoity-toity young
democrat, crys " shame " on us. Is that
the action of a Labour member? But
why say a Labour member? Is that the
action of any true representative of the
people? But it is only in keeping with
the actions of the Labour party in
supporting the Government. Here are
some of the reasons why the general
vote of confidence ought to be carried
in this Chamber. Supposing it were
carriedP What dire consequences would
follow'? The member for Kanowna who
fired his squib and then rats away is
very anxious about the Redistribution of
Seats Bill.

Ma. THOMAS; And a lovely squib it
was to !
* MR. MORAN: A lovely squib on a6
great occasion. He said wve would lose
the Redistribution of Seats Bill and
other matters. Let us look at the
sincerity of that. Let us take the memi-
ber for Kanowna on the loss of the
precious Redistribution of Seats Bill.
Did the member for Kanowna help to
tarry that Bill through the House?
Did the Labour party support that Bill ?
No; they were deadly opposed to it.

They pretended they were, anyhow. They

opposed it strenuously because it was a
sh'am, a snare, and a delusion, as was
said by one of their number. When
there is a chance of defeating the Bill
and the Government who hatched it,
they will not follow it up, but they say
as an excuse for not turning the Govern-
ment out that we shall lose the Redistri-
bution of Seats Bill; we shall lose this
sham, this snare, tbis delusion. We
are told in the Chamber at the present
time that we should not have a general
election because it will interfere with the
Federal elections. What twaddle is this?
Who cares twopence about the Federal
elections?9 Who is going to magnify the
Federal elections over the State Parlia-
ment ? A fig for the Federal elections.
The amendment of the member for
Murchison is a vote of censure on the
Government. It is going to be carried ;
it is a censure perhaps on the matter of
administration. I 61ld the leader of the
Opposition that I did not intend to
speak on the question, although I would
follow him through to the bitter end, but
when it comes to a question of whether
the Federal Parliament or the State
Parliament is the more important to me,
there is no comparison at all. Let meni-
bers wrangle as they like, but do not lose
the importance of our State Parliament.
It has our destiny in hand yet. It has
our mining, our agriculture, all our local
legislation. It has our pastoral matters,
our railwa~y service. I amn not going to
allow, as long as I am here, the Federal
Parliament to overshadow the State Par-
liament. The issues of the Federal
Parliament are not quite clear enough
for this country to worry its head about
at the present time. What will be the
consequence if a general election takes
place? Could it come at a better timeF
It would come at the present moment on
the top of the revelations made about the
administration by the present Govern-
ment. That is the proper time, for they
have failed in their last plank. Sup-
posing the motion is carried, as it is
certain to be, and there is a general
election now, I maintain we could not
have a general election with justice. I
do not give that as an opinion of great
weight, but I fail to see why there
should be a general election if the motion
is carried, unless the gentleman who
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takes the commission over from His
Excellency failed to carry on the business
of the country; and why should he fail?
Am I to be told that we cannot get a
party together in this House to carry on
tht, business of the country? Take the
Premier himself. He haLs a large know-
ledge of politics, but his knowledge of
Western Australia outside of Perth is
nil. He is a theorist of the first water.
Let. us take the next Minister in order of
seniority, the member for Menzies. Am
I to be told there is not a gentleman in
the House who knows as much about
wining as he does? Out with such an.
idea! What does be know about mining?
Take the member for Guildford; the
Minister for Works, and let me say he is
administering his department very well.
I do not speak now of political actions,
of actions about jetties wherein the
allegiance of a supporter is at stake.
What ability does he show in this work ?
I refer to Air. Rason. is he an engineer
or an administrator of works and rail-
ways? A long career as a commission
agent does not qualify one for the office
of Minister for Works, yet the member
does his work fairly well, I am told. But
there are gentlemen oil the Opposition
side as fairly competent to do the work.
We have the member for the Williams
who held office foryears, and who did quite
as well as the present Minister. Shall
we take the latest addition to the Minis-
try, the Minister for Lands ? He is only
a chicken as yet in political life. He is a
fine Brahma chicken I admit. What
particular training has he had that he
became at once such a brilliant Min-
ister? He did his work well as a city
councillor in Boulder. I remember one
quotation of Sir John Forrest's in days
gone by--it might be a misquotation if I
use it, but he used to say, "We should
not take the rustic murmur of our burgh
for the great wave that echoes round the
world." But the Boulder council is not
like the admtinistration of this great
State; and there are gentlemen in the
House who could administer the Depart-
ment of Lands equally as brilliantly as
the present Minister. I say this :I never
knew of a Ministry or heard of a Ministry
who sounded their own praises so often
as the present Ministry do. Talk about
a mutual admiration society!I it is not
in it with the present Ministry. Every

show they go to the Premier gets up,
or if not it is the Minister for Lands
or the Minister for Nines. They are
heaven-born Ministers. No one is like
them. If a dissolution comes to-morrow
it will mesa no mishap for the country.
If a dissolution does not come and a
change of Government comes about, the
civil servants will be satisfied. They
will get classification. The railway men
will be saltisfied; they will get a conduct
board; if it is any use in this State
they will get it. They will not be then
at the mercy of any czar. They will get
their appeal boardeor their conduct board.
They are about to get their classification,
and their appeal to the Arbitration Court.
We (Opposition) won for them those
privileges inside the last month in this
House. We fought for them on principle;
and I believe a State cannot do wrong in
giving the fullest rights to the civil
service. I am told that the civil service
in any country is discontented. It is not
so discontented anywhere else in Australia
to-day as it is in this State. Where do
we find in Australia or New Zealand
public meetings of civil servants in the
capital city. openly declaring their
unanimous discontent at the rotten Con-
dition of the service ? I have lately
visited New Zealand, and I know that
there the civil service is thoroughly
contented under the Seddon Government.
I know the civil service of New South

,Wales is; not in a seething state of dis-
content as the service is here; and I am
certain, because I have recently visited
Queensland, that the service there, which
is so much lower paid than ours, because
the cost of living is cheaper, and which
has been the subject of retrenchment, is
much more contented than. our own.
And there is a reason for all this. The
present G ,overnment vile obloquy on our
civil servants. The Premier accuses them
of treachery for reporting an interview
with him, although he had his own secret
shorthand writer there too. The Premier
says v they are not discontented; but I say
we have here the cream of the civil service
of the other States-good -en, the
adventurous spirits looking for better
things, the pick of the Eastern States.
They are discontented, and discontented
because of the injustice heaped upon
them by the present Government. The
railway service has been seething with
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discontent. Why ? Men have been
unjustly dismissed; favouritism has been
rampant; men have been flouted by the
Commissioner, who flies out of the Arbi-
tration Court-

[MR. JAcony called attention to the
state of the House.]

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: A quorum is
present now.

MR. MORAN: The civil servants are
discontented because they have no trust
in the present Government. Do we not
find on the Estimates proof of what I
state: Ministerial favouritisiu, unheard
of increases to their own prot4~gcs; a rise
of £2100 to the Under Secretary of the
Premier's own department; increases of
Z50 in high places; unaccountable pro-
motion of some officers in the Lands
Department, over the older officers, at the
whim of the Minister, against the advic
of his Under Secretary, against the avic
of the Public Service Commission? We
find the Estimates full of such inconsist-
encies; and it is no wonder civil servants
are discontented. Here is an article from
their official journal, the journal of the
cheerful and contented public service of
this State:-

No one who has any knowledge of the sub-
ject will deny that there is indeed great want
of proper legislation for the management and
control of the civil service. The old order of
things, when the State employ was little wore
than like a private concern, has disappeared,
and we are now faced with a necessarily large
service, with no Act, no regulations, no proper
appeal procedure, to control it. How futile
and fatuous it is for Ministers of the day
(sometim~es of only half a day) to clin slav-
ishly to the old order of tings, and to
grudgingly give up the power to do injustice,
if not the desire. it is sad, indeed, to think
that our legisla tors, who should be statesmen,
spend most of their time fighting individual
members of the service. In the old days,
when it was difficult to get men to stick to
their desks and give up going to the fields
with the " rush." inducements were offered to
those who would stay. These men earned
their inducements, and now when they are in
a condition to avail themselves of them, they
find the Government finicking- and bargaining
with them, and apparently intending to go
back on the contract. Would it not be more
honiouratble to say, 11In the past certain con-
tracts of service were entered into; that now
conditions are much altered, and from this
time forth newcomers into the service will be
put on a different footine, and enter with
their eyes open as to such new conditions."
We find, however, that the attitude assumed
is quite different. The desire sems to be to

repudiate the contracts of service entered into
in the past, and to say-" Although you
refrained from taking out your privileges
when due, owing to your studying the con-
venience of your department, yet we care not;
you have slept on your rights, we now repu-
diate any liability in connection therewith."
Truly, ingratitude is the blackest of all sins.
At the present time our State has perhaps as
loyal a service as any of the States. This
cannot be destroyed at a moment's notice, even
by the most disheartening and incompetent of
Ministers. But, nevertheless, such continued
and unfair attacks upon the personnel of the
service and its Acts and Regulations, cannot
but be followed in due course by retribution
in the forw of a servile, cringing, sycophant,
and "immediate superior " placating service,
which will faithfully reflect the acts and
dispositions of the Ministers who have been
instrumental in bringing it so low.

This is from the official organ of the
civil service of this country--the service
which has the temerity to ask members
of Parliament to put its grievances
before this House, which has the temerity
to hold a public meeting, which has the
absolute impudence not to be happily
contented because, forsooth, Ministers
have complete control, and deal with the
service at their own sweet will. This is
the evidence of their treatment. I sayv
there is no similar instance in Australia;
and any man who wants to see justice and
proper government in relation to the
large army of civil servants in the general
public service and in the Railway Depart-
ment must condemn the present Govern-
ment, who, after three years of office,
have brought about whatP Financial
reform? No; financial muddle. Reform
of the civil service ? No; rampant dis-
content; almost, I will not say disloyalty,
because the service is not disloyal, but I
know that nine-tenthis of the civil ser-
vants in this State look upon the present
Government as the worst masters they
could possibly work for. The civil ser-
vants know they cannot have worse task-
masters, and they hope for better. Ad-
ministrative reformP Yes ; in the flout-
ing of Parliament; in raisibg the railway
rates without Parliamentary sanction; in
the appointment of a Commissioner of
Railways when Parliament was not sit-
ting. Administrative reform ?' Yes; in
the secret purchase of land for £40,000,
returning to-day an income of X400.
That is a splendidly-paying investment.
Administrative reform? These are the
acts by which the present Government
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must be judged; these are the conditions
which led to the making of a motion of
want of.- confidence in ge-neral terms.
Not only has their administration been
bad, but they have abandoned the whole
of their policy; they have gone back on
their promises and gone back on the
Labour party who placed them in power;
but the Labour party are still faithful to
the Government, therefore. both Govern-
ment and Labour party stand con-
demned. It is for this reason
that a want-of-conifidenee motion
has been made to-night against the
Government; and I repeat that any mem-
ber who, speaking on the redistribution
of seats, pretended that he was earnest
in his advocacy of wider representation
when he joined the Government party, is
a hypocrite unless he votes for this motion
to-night. That man is insincere; because
he said originally, "I am prepared to go
any length in order to get this redistribu-
tion, and am prepared even to vote
against the Government if that be neces-
sary." That man has the opportunity
given him to-night to inflict defeat on a
Government which has betrayed public
confidence by abandoning a pledge to give
the country that redistribution which it
demanded.

MRs. Hionnx: Do not rub it into Oppo-
sition menmbers.

MR. MORAN: Well, I notice Oppo-
sitionists are not wincing so bitterly as
Government suJpporters. I1 do not know
whose backs are the sorest. "Let the
galled jade wince ; our withers are
unwrung." Members of the Opposition
evidently are straightforward in their
actions. They are prepared to unite on
this, and make the question a broad one.
They are prepared to give us some method
of reform, anyhow. The Opposition will
give us reform of the Upper House and
classification of the civil servants. They
are prepared to do justice to the i-ailwav
service, and to go forward with a polic~y
in accordance with the tradition of this
country in the past. They are prepared
to do all the representatives of the Gov-
ernment have done that is any good, and
a great deal more, and I assert that we are
united in common opposition to a Govern-
ment which has broken every promise
made, has turned a loyal service into a dis-
loyal service, and has created a feeling of
discontent throughout the railway service.

The Government have shown. no ability
for administrative or financial reform,
and have done nothing but carry out the
policy of Sir John Forrest. It has been
said of a great literary character that he
touched nothing which he did not adorn.

IOf the present Government it may be
said that they have touched notbing

*which they did not spoil. I have much
*pleasure in supporting this motion of
want of confidence, and if it brings an
election to-morrow I shall be ready for
it. If I have done wrong in endeavouring
to bring on a dissolution at the present
time, my electors may punish me. Any-

ithing is betrthan the present discontent
and disorganisation, and to) continuing in

*office a Government which has been so
careless over the rabbit question, and
has allowed destruction amongst pigs in
this country. The Government have
allowed pleuro-pneumonia to be spread
about. It is far better to have a. dissolu-
tion, and to give a new Government a
chance of carrying on. I have great
pleasure in taking the full consequence
of supporting -this no-confidence motion,
and strongly advising every member who
voted for better redistribution of seats to
take the opportunity of having their wish
carried out.

Amendment (Mr. Nanson's) p~ut and
ppassed, the words struck out accordingly,
Iand the motion as amended then debated
farther.

MR. G. TAYLOR (Mount Margaret):
I desire to give my reasons why I support
the motion. I hieard to-night for the
first time from the leader of the Labour
party that the Labour party had decided
to support te Governiment. I took it
first from thepaper this. morn ing that
they had decided on that line of action
yesterday. That being so, I am satisfied
they had arrived at that decision after
hearing the leadier of the Opposition move
his motion, and that they had not waited
to hear the Government reply, conse-
quently they had found a verdict before
they heard the evidence; quite an un-
known thing in a democratic country. I
waited to hear the arguments from the
Government side, and to my mind they
have fadled to exonerate themselves from
'the charges which have been levelled
against them. Some of the charges have
been vindicated in a manner by the
Government, but I am satisfied that in



2382 Want of Confidence; [ASSEMBLY ] Motion as amended.

the main the Government have not done
that justice to the civil servants which
they should have done. The question
now is one of wider issues. 1, in common
with other members on the cross-benches,
fought the Government strenuously on
the Redistribution of Seats Bill, and the
amendment which has been passed enables
me to condemn the Government regarding
that Bill, which I held then was not in
the best interests of the people of this
State. I pointed out that a very small
section of this community had greater
voting powers than sections which were
much larger, and I am surprised at the
attitude of the Labour party. I desire to
speak without any feeling or heat in the
matter. T do not know what attitude
that party is going to assume now on
the broader issues. They have already,
through their leader, announced their
ijitention to stick to the Government on
the first motion of the leader of the
Opposition, but since the amendment,
which covers a broader area, no ground
is left to the Labour party to sup-
port the Government. They must with-
draw that support from the Government.
If they do not withdraw it, they
will, to my mind, have betrayed every
principle, every tradition in the Labour
movement in Australia in ancient and
modern times. I to-night moved the
adjournment of the debate to give those
hon. members an opportunity of meeting
to-morrow and discussing the b-oader
issues, and of discussing the area which
the amendment moved by the member
for the Murchison covers, and to enable
them perhaps to reconsider their decision
as to supporting the Government. I
feel certain that, if this vote is taken
to-night and if these hon. gentlemen
do not meet, they will support the
Government, and fail in the duties
they were sent to Parliament to
carry out. No matter what may befall
the Government, no matter what incon-
venience the Government may be put to,
no matter about the Federal elections or
any other elections, the duty of the
Labour party in any country is, when
they find the Government are notecarrying
out administrative powers and their duty
to the State, to vote to remove them from
office. It matters little to the Labour
people of this country if no-confidence
motions ar carried every week until we

get a Government that will democratise
the laws of the country. We find in
South Australia that Governments were
going out and coming in repeatedly until
Mr. Kingston took the reins of govern-
ment, and held them until he resigned to
go to the Federal Parliament, and now
South Australia is held up as one of the
most democratic States of the Common-
wealth. What I have indicated is the
position the Labour party should take
up. They should never prostitute their
position to ally-themselves to a Govern-
ment to keep them in power. I intend to
vote for the motion irrespective of any
effect it may have on the Government,
and I hope the Labour party will have an
opportunity of reconsidering their posi-
tion on the larger issue. It has been
pointed-out by various speakers to-night
that the Labour party- have received base
ingratitude from the Premier. After the
Premier's speech at Sunbury, and after
his treatment, I do not say of the leader
of the party, of several members of the
party who dared to raise their voices
against the Government on the Estimates
and received not only insults but most
brutal treatment from the Premier, I
have yet to learn that true Labour
men will turn their cheeks to be
struck again. The Premier has used
the Labour party. The present Govern-
ment were born and cradled by the
Labour party in this Chamber. To what
purpose ? 'the Government used them,
and discarded them as old garments
with which they were (lone. In the
Redistribution of Seats Bill the Govern-
ment aimed to paralyse the Labour party
and to get the support of the agricultural
party in this State, so as to place them-
selves absolutely out of the power of the
Labour party. That is the desire of the
present Government, which the Labour
party has kecpt in power against, the
wish~es of the labour organisations of
Western Australia. I cannot address
meetings of workers in any part of this
State but condemnation is hurled against
the Labour party and myself as one of
them, for keeping the Government in
power, and T say that without the least
fear of contradiction. Any member of
the Labour party that travels about
Western Australia will find that his
party have done more to disorganise
the workers of this country by their
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attitude in this Chamber than any other
section of members. I hope that this
debate will be adjourned, to give Labour
members an opportunity of reconsidering
their position on the broad issue brought
about by the member for the Murchison.
I will support the motion.

ME. F. CONNIOR: I move that the
debate be adjourned.

Tan MINISTER FoRl LANDS: The bon.
member has already spoken on the main
question.

THE DEPUTY Srnx.Ku: The bon.
member is ill oraer. He spoke on the
amendment.

Ma. CONNOR: I really spoke on the
main question accepted by the Govern-
ment. I move that the debate be
adjourned.

Motion put, and a division taken with
the following result:-

Ayes
Noes

Majority against ..
AYE..

Mr. Atkins
Mr. Butcher
Mr. Connor
Mr. Haon
Mr. Untie
Mr. Hainan,
Mr. Jacoby
Mr. Moran
Mir. Samson
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Taylor
Mr. Thomas (TOW)r.

12
21

9
Noes.

Mr. Bath
Mr. Burg"s
Mr. Ewing
Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Foulkes
Mrt. Gorrine
Mr. Gordon
Mr. Gregory
Mr. Holmes
3Mr. Hopkins
Mr. lutobiOn
Mr. Tlingworth
Mr. James
Mr. McDonald
Mr. oats
Mr. Phillps

Mr. Reid
Mr. Wallace
Mr. Tilghan (Tclier).

Motion thus negatived.
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: I Made an

error just now in saying that the member
for East Kimberley spoke on the amend-
ment. I find by my notes that he spoke
on the original motion; therefore he can-
not speak again.

MR. CONNOR: Do I understand that
after an amendment has been moved to
the original proposition I have no right
to speak again?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is so.
MR. T. H. HATE[ (Hannans): It only

needed the applause with which the
remarks of the member for.1Mount Mar-
garet were met by the proved enemhs of
Labour in the House to show who be-
trayed the labour movement in the House.

As far as the Labour movement is con-
cerned and the Labour party in the State
are concerned, I say the first duty of any
Labour member in the House is to be
loyal to the party to which he belongs;
and although the member for Mount
Margaret on many occasions in the House
has declared his own integrity of purpose,
and like the King can do no wrong, as
far as I am concerned I will not play
second part to him in my devotion to the
Labour movement and the sincerity of ray
views on the subject. The member for
Mount Margaret time after time in the
House has won the approval of the
enemies of labour and democracy by the
attacks on members who occupy the
Labour bench. I believe it is thedutyof
members who occupy the Labour bench
to present a united front to those outside
the movement. We came into the House
as a Small Party, as a third party, and it
is only by organisation and united action
and by loyalty to party that we can
bring about those measures which we so
heartily desire; therefore, when the mem-
ber for Mount Margaret has on occasion
after occasion spoken against the Labour
party, even for the brief term that I have
been in the House I have said nothing
and have stood the remarks which
be has hurled at us because I felt
as far as the party were concerned it
would only do damage if we in-
dulged in recriminations. But after his
speech to-night I think the time has
arrived when someone in the party
should rise and repudiate the remarks of
the hon. member. I say his position in
the House and the attitude which he has
adopted towards the members on the
Labour bench have been simply the result
of wounded vaity; it is the egotism of
the hon. member, the way in which he
has pandered to his own vanity which
has caused him to take the action he has
done. Having taken the final plunge, be
has been compelled to drag himself
deeper ito tbe mire until he has not
only betrayed himself but the labour
movement which he was sent into Parlia-
mient to serve faithfully and well. As far
as the Labour party are concerned, I have
sat here and have heard members on
this side of the House make attacks on the
Labour party. I have heard the member
for West Perth attack the Labour
party, and I should say it comes with
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ill grace for a member of the character
of the member for West Perth, ind the
record he has in the politics of the State,
to hurl any attack on members sitting on
the Labour bench. As to the Labour
party, whatever attitude they' have
adopted and whatever mistakes they
have made, Sir John Forrest never spoke
truer words when he said: " Whatever
might be said about the state of the
Labour party, they were aboveboard and
knew what they wanted." As far as the
Labour party are concerned we came into
Parliament with a certain defined pro-
granmme, and when the various parties go
to the country, as far as the Labour party
are concerned they can show a cleaii and
honest record, and one that redounds to
their credit for the manner in which they
have conducted themselves in the House.
We can go to the country and to our
constituencies with "something accom-
plished, something done." The mema-
bers who make charges against us can
only go to the country with blemished
reputations; political reputations kicked
away into complete shreds. The meml-
her for Mount Margaret has said that
it is the duty of the part 'y to support
the amendment moved, and that we
should adjourn in order that the party
may arrive at a decision as to the amend -
ment moved. When the party met they
came to the decision that by' carrying out
the legislation which has already been
initiated, and that if we continue this
Parliament to the close of the session, and
its natural end will be consummated, we
shall be able to go to the country with a
better opportunity for the Labour party
to enhance their position and gain new
seats. We say it any appeal is made to
the country it should be made as far as
possible with the people being given a
much better opportunity than now exists.
I candidly admit as far as I am concerned
the constitutional refor-m or the redis-
tribution of seats are not what we could
have desired; but I say that is a dis-
tinct advance, and if we have an oppor-
tunity of passing the Electoral Bill,
whichi I believe is the most liberal
Electoral Bill in the Australian States, if
we have an opportunity of that measure
being brought into force and the Redis-
tribution of Seats Bill being brought
into force, the Labour party will have a
better opportunity of being represented

in the new Parliament than they would
have if a dissolution took place now, On
that ground it was decided to allow Par-
ijaint to take its natural course, and to
allow the parties in the House to appeal
to the country on their merits and on
those measures. Members have con-
cerned themselves very much with what
they are pleased to say the way in which
the Premier kicked the Labour party in
his Bunbury speech. The member for
West Kinmberley (Mr. Pigott) felt
aggrieved at the remarks of the
Premier when he said there was only
room for two parties in this State.
I say the leader of the Opposition knows
that if the people of this State .were

given an opportunity of expressing their
opinions in anything like properly pro-
portioned electorates, after a decent
redistribution, that hon. member would
not occupy a seat in this House. I will
say for the hon. member that in his
private capacity I have found him
strictly honourable; but his political
opinions entitle him rather to a place in
a museum of political curiosities than in
the Parliament of a democratic State like
Western Australia. The hon. member
wanted a. policy like that pursued by
Premier Irvine in Victoria.

MR. PIGOTT: I never said so in my
life.

Ma. BATH: You said so on the
Address in-reply. The member for the
Gascoyne .(Mr. Butcher) altogether
opposes payment of members; the mem-
ber for the Murray (Mr. Atkins) opposes
manhood suffrage and one-mau-one- vote,
because he says that the idlers and the
vagabonds would then have as much
power as the man with a stake in the
country. [MR. ATxuNs: Hear, hear.] I
say we find as many idlers and vagabonds
among those who have the alleged stake
in the country as among those who
depend solely on their labour for a liveli-
hood. The State which enjoys man-
hood suffrage pure and simple has just
as good citizenship, in tact infinitely
better, than that State in which property
is given a vote to the exclusion of the
mass of the people. Why, the leader of
the Opposition introduced this motion
with the very idea of preventing the con-
summation of electoral reform ;because
he knows that bis supporters will have
an opportunity, with their small and
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restricted constituencies of 100 or 150
voters, of being returned were there now
a dissolution, but that with new and
and more fairly-allocated constituencies
those members will be relegated to the
political obscurity* in which they richly
deserve to languish.

MR. THOMAs: Those Bills which you
are praising are ours.

AIR. BATH :That is the first I have
heard of it. The " galled jades " are
wincing, as is proved by their interjections.
The Premier's remarks at Bunbury, to
which so much exception has been taken
by members, were as follow:-

In my opinion there is only room for two
parties-the party represented by the Govern-
ment and the Labour party. That is what it
is coming to; and why should we not loyally
recgnise the fact and act on it? If the
Labour party have a majority, they should
takre office. I Ran not one of those who are
prejudiced against that party, but on the
other hand anm confident that if you had a
Labour party in power with a majority, they
would discharge their duties conscientiously'
and would be affected by that sense of
responsibility which the possession of power
brings to all those who exercise it.

I say that is a consummation devoutly to
be wished by the Labour party; and
with the measure of redistribution and
electoral reform which we are about to
have, when thbe next Parliament meets the
Labour party will occupy the Opposition
benches in this House, and in course of
time the Treasury benches. The Labour
party's platform is founded on solid
principles-on trust of the people, on the
recognition of the right of the people to
rule; and tho principles of the party must
lead on irresistibly to success. I say that
not only will the Labour party in larger
numbers occupy the Opposition benches,
but that in course of time the popularity
and the enthusiasmn of the movement will
lead to their occupying the Treasury
bench. Popular representation in this
House will mean the political downfall
of the present Opposition; and the time
will come, as prophesied by the Premier,
when there will be only two parties in the
House; when those members who desire
to support neither the Government nor
the Labour party will be practically outside
politics, for the Labour party will be
the Opposition, and the Labour move-
ment will grow by its very nature, until
the occupants of the Government benches

will be thrust into Opposition, and the
Labour party, by the direct right of sue-
cession, will achieve office. And T say
with the Premier that the fact of Labour
members assuming the responsibilities of
office will have on them an elevating
influence, and that they will prove to be
administrators much more able than most
Australian Ministers. We have an amend-
ment so feelingly supported by the mesm-
ber for West Perth (Mr. Moran), and
moved by the member for the Murchison
(Mr. Naneon); and we find the leader of
the Opposition indulging in very loud
thunder in his opening remarks, and then
gradually going over to the cross-Oppo-
sition bench point of view, giving one the
idea that this change was a matter of
previous arrangement.

Mn. PIGOTT: It was, between the
mover of the ameudmentand the Govern-
ment.

TaR PREMtIER You do talk rubbish.
MR. BATH: When the Redistribution

Bill was before the House, Opposition
members had an opportunity, had they
chosen, of voting ont that question and of
voting with us.

MR. MORAN : Who are " Its?
Mn. BATH: Those who were support-

ing a more equitable redistribution.
And then we find the leader of the Oppo-
sition saying that the policy of the
Government is all right but the ad minis-
tration all wrong; and the member for
the Murchison says that the administra-
tion is all right but the policy all wrong.

Tan MINISTER FOR LA&N~s: And the
leader of the Opposition swallowed that.

MR. BATH: The member for West
Perth (Mr. Moran) has been " all things
to all men " in the course of one revolving
moon, and nothing long. He has been
one of the most inconsistent members
who ever sat in this House. I bave never
known him to have the same political
opinion from one week's end to another.
Last session we found in him one of the
bitterest opponents of Labour; and now
that a general election is drawing nigh,
when he sees how discredited he is as a
politician, he hardly knows how to retrieve
his lost political position; and we find
him " jumping Jim Crow" from all points
of the compass, to try to accommodate
himself to the trend of public opinion.
Recognising that he has a number of civil
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servantsa ini his electorate, he is raising a
loud cry about civil servants' grievances.
We find himu making a big cry about other
matters because the coniflicting elements
in his constituency have so worked him
up that he is trying to please everybody,
and, as he said himself, to be all things
to all men. So far as the Labour party
and the member for Mount Margaret are
concerned, I would sooner sit here and be
loyal to the party, even if they are making
a mistake, than be like the hon. member,
who was sent here to support a party, but
has betrayed it, and who loses no oppor-
tunity of being made a deal of on that
side of the House, and of making the
most vituperative attack on members on
this side. I would sooner be loyal to the
Labour party and go down than have a
record such as the member for Mount
Margaret has obtained since he has been
a member and has betrayed his party.

MR. THOMAS: Your conference ap-
parently condoned his action and voted
for him.

Mn. BATH:- The hon. member has
said that he addressed public meetings
where he has had to boar the brunt of
attacks of the Labour party for their
alleged treachery. I suppose I have
addressed as many meetings and as big
constituencies of the Labour party as the
hon. member, and wherever I have done
so I have met with a most enthusiastic
reception. Even admaitting that the
Labour party have made mistakes, they
have had the support of the meetings
which I have addressed. I do not know
about the meetings which have been
addressed by the hon. member. Probably
his own attitude is responsible for the
reception he has met with. I do -not wish
to say anything more except this, that
as far as this motion is concerned I see
no reason to recede from the position we
took up. I see no reason why we should
adjourn for the Labour party to have
another meeting and consider the ques-
tion. As far as I am concerned, I am
not afraid to go to my constituents and
justify my action in this matter. In my
attitude in this House and in my attitude
before I came here I have placed loyalty
to my party above every other considera-
tion; and should I be a member in the
next Parliament or a private citizen, I
hope to continue my loyalty to that party
to which I am proud to belong.

Ma. 0. J. MORAN (West Perth): 1
have a little amendment to move on this
question. I may say that not until the
action of the Labour party was shown
up by the member for Mt. Margaret did
we have a voice from the sileDt party
over there. We should naturally think
that the hon. member for Mt. Margaret
would be wiped out by the member for
Hannans. I am going to move a small
amendment to this motion, to give the
member for Mt. Margaret a right to
defend himself. I myself have nothing
to say in reply to the member for
Hannans.

MR. BATE: You cannot say anything.
Mn. MORAN : It does not do to take

notice Of every dog-bark in this world.
The bon. mzembher did not deal with the
question at issue: he dealt with reputa-
tions of members, and was very savage
in connection with this matter, He was
very savage at its having been stated he
was keeping in office the Government
who have betrayed every tradition of the
Lab our party in this country.

Ain. BATH : Be is not Savage at any
Isuch thing.

MaR. MORAN: The hon. member
accused me of making mention of the
civil service because a general election
was comning on.

Mn. BATH : I accuse you of everyy
crimie in the calendar.

Mn. MORAN : The hon. member has,
I say, accused me of bringing forward
the question of the civil service because
there was a general election coming on
If he were in the House, but he was not,
for he was outside arranging with the
Premier what to do in this matter, what

1explanation they could give, preparing a
defence-

MR. BATE That is an absolute lie.
.RMORAN. Itwill not ask for that

Mx. B*Tra: You know it is.
Mn. MORAN: It only goes to show

the cool and calm attitude of an enthusi-
astic boy. The bon. member is only
worked up into activity after a lurid light
is shed upon his actions by another mem-
ber of the Labour party. That member
of the Labour party was accused of
having the applause of the enemies of
labour in this House. In any event every
word spoken by the member for Haunans
iu defamation of and attack on the

[ASSEMBLY.] Motion as amended.
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member for Mt. Margaret was applauded
by the gentleman who lately kicked the
Labour party in the Bunbury speech.
The appluse was loud and long when
the member for Hannans. sat down.

Mn. BATH: Sometimes honesty meets
with a little appreciation.

MR. MORAN: One word to that
youthful member who is in earnest. His
impertinence is much larger and much
grander than his knowledge.

Mn. BA.TH: Your knowledge, if it were
dynamite, would not blow your hat over
your eyes.

MR. MORAN: We shall get some
Billingigate directly. I believe he comes
from New South Wales. I hope that
certain little scenes which adorn that
Assembly will not be introduced here.
As I have said, the bon. member's im-
pertinence is very large, very -pronounced.
He makes accusations against gentlemen
in this House much older in politics than
he is, and accuses them of every crime in
the political cilendar. I want to a
word about the Labour membersoin t1hisA
House, about the inan attacked just now,'the member for Mt. Margaret. I chual-
lenge the member for Haninans, who has
been a few days in party politics and is
pledged to the platform of the Labour
party. I have been three times opposed
by the Labour party in this State. I
ask-him to make good his words in this
Chamber or outside it., and to put his
finger on one democratic measure in my
nine years of politics which I have voted

agaist. Let him show one single measure
dring the time he has been here on
which I have changed my opinion.

MR. BATH: You opposed the Factories
Bill last session.

MR. MORAN: I did not. My action
last year was entirely devoted to enlarging
the scope of the Factories Bill.

Tig PREMIER: That is good.
MR. MORAN: I have not opposed

the Labour party in any 'vote 1 have
given. It appears it is never too young
for certain kinds of chicken to grow.
When that hon. member has gone
through as much as I have, he will
probably find that a few knocks will not
do him; any harm. I have had some
pretty severe ones, but never one for
changing my political opinions. He knows
that well , too. And in the part of the
country which I represented before him,

and I represented it all, I lost my seat
not through any political opinions. They
never levelled that against me. As to

Ithe member for Mount Margaret, I have
known him many years. Before he camne
to this State he happened to be like
myself, a Queeslander. I have hit him1many times in this House, and he has hit
me. I have known the reputation of the
member for Mount Margaret from the
very first day in Queensland, and I assert
he has done more for labouir in this State

Ithan 77 Tommy Baths, Sunday school
Iteachers and lecturers, and boys who
1have just left school, will ever do.
And a whipper-snapper of that character

Iwould have made one or two mistakes if
he had gone through the trials the member
for Mount Margaret went through on
behalf of labour in another State. flat
is the character of the wan.

MR, UsoEiAtM He might have been
hanged.

Mn. MORAN: Many and many a good
man has been hanged for backing up his
opinions. You (Mr. Highain) will never
be hanged for that. We do not always
acOcuse tie man in history *ho has been

Ihanged, and we do not always &ause the
man in history who has been imprisoned.
If the history of the world is worth any-
thing it teaches this lesson, that the man
who has had the courage of his con-
victions, though they have been un-

Ipopular, and has followed them to a
legitimate issue, has suffered for them.
He has not put his thumbs in his vest
and worn that peaceful smile acquired in a
debating school like the man who knows
nothing of labour in other parts of the
world. I happen to know the career of
the member for Mount Margaret, and I
know nothing of which he can be
ashamed. He may be at fire-brand. So
might the hon, member for Hannans be,
if he had gone through persecutions.

Mn. BATHa: I never accused him of
anything like that.

MR. MORAN: The hon. member
accused the member for Mount Margaret
of everything that is unworthy. He accuses
him of sellini the interests of labour.
There was one man in this House who
had the interests of labour at heart, and
he died. Goodness knows how his
strenuous efforts in the cause of labour
led to his early death. The member for
Mount Margaret needs no support from
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me, but knowing his career in Queens- I
land, though we often take a try out of
him, I am a sincere admirer of the
man who risked his opinion when those
opinions were to bring some relief to
labour. The member for Hannans was
not heard of in the days when men's
lives were at stake. We know the
struggles of labour in those days in
Queensland. Would. the fine, polished
schoolboy of Hanas have gone through
the hard struggles of the member for
Mount Margaret?

Ma. BArH -That is a question.
MR. MORAN: I speak of what I1

know, and if it is not true it can be
questionedl. The member for Mount
'Margaret is looked upon as a friend of
labour.

Mr. BATH: I said nothing against him,
but resented his continuous attacks upon
Us.

Ma. MORAN: Why did not the hon.
member say it with'out accusing him?
Why did he accuse the member for
Mount Margaret of being a traitor to the
hest interests of labour?:

MR, BATH: Hfe accused us of being
traitors.

Mn. MORAN: The member for Mount
Margaret may be right or wrong, but we
caunt compare the member for Mount
Margaret and the member for Hannans
in the cause of labour. There is no corn-
pxrison at all. The disparity is too
great.

TanE Pmma: Hear, hear. Bravo,
Flannans!

Ma. MORA.N: I hope the member for
Ilannans. luxuriates in the praise of*the
Premier. No doubt there is reason for
it.

Ma. BATH: You need only go to my
distriibt and you will find out that J have
a reputation as well as other people.

Ma. MORAN: No one speaks of the
hon. member's reputation. Why does
not the hon. member speak out like a
man, if he will ever be a man? God
knows if he will. If the hon. member.
has a spark of manhood why does he not
come forward and talk politics instead of
making these charges?

Ma. BATH: You are doing that.
MR. MORAN: I take back any word I

have said against the reputation of any
man in this Chamber.

MR. BATH: You have spoken time
after time in this House against me,

Ma. MORAN:- I admit I1 am not as
gentle as a sucking dove in polities. I
hit very hard.

Ma. BATH: If you hit, you must take
it back.

Ma. MORAN: The hon. member must
not think I am one of those who fear my
place in battle. I have had one or two
tough battles to fighlt, but I have had
nothing like- the battles of the member
for Mount Margaret, who is a great hero.
The Premier is not prepared to go
through what the member for Mount
Margaret had to go through for his
political oiions. He changes them a
bit too often for that. I accusedI the
Labour party, and have handled them as
rough as I could to-night. The member
for Han nans says that because an election
is toting on I am currying favour with
the Labour party. That is very likely
after my speech. I say they do not
represent the Labour movement in this
State. Even if they do, I say the same
against the Labour unions, if they are in
favour of keeping the present Govern-
ment in power. The Labour unions have
set up men against me on three occasions.
I lest one seat to them; but, after All,
they see that I am a better friend to the
Labour party to-day thani any member of
the Government, not a better friend than
the Premier was, but he has sadly
changed, and has perverted himself and
placed himself at the head of the Oon-
servative party in this State. Admittedly
he wishes to do so. His desire is that
there shall be only two parties in this
State. WhyP Because he is in office.
Therefore rally round, all you others, and
keep the Labour party in the minority.
That is his friendship to the Labour
party. The member for Hanns~ns says.
the Labour party are only strong because
they are the third party. He is support-
ing the Premier, whose fondest wish is to
abolish the third party. How can he
justify his words when the numbers are
against him ? In Queensland Labour
members fought a long time, but they
were stronger than they are hi-re. Rave
they achieved office?

Ma. BATH: Not yet.
Mat. MORAN: They have had to

coalesce with men whom a few years ago
they would have considered it a shame to
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be in the company of. Some of them are
the old conservatives; and why did the
Labour members coalesce with themP
Because from these men they got better
terms than from the old Government;
that was the reason of the amalgamation
I said to-night that from this honest
conservative party here, who have always
been conservativet in representation but
liberal in everything else, for we want to
help the civil servants and give them
classification, the Labour mnembers will
get more aid than from the present
Government who are perverters from the
camp of democracy. I say to the member
for Hlannanis instead of bringing- about a
change wherein his party should have a
big say in the policy of the future, hlis
party had helped to keep the Government
in power, for without the assistance of
the Labour party the Government would
have been turned out. That is the reason
the Premier does not wanit three parties
but only wants two parties. He sees as
long as there is a Labour party and two
other parties, the Labour party will be
able to force clonditions from the two
parties. As soon as the demands of
the Labour par ty become excessive have
we not seen that the two other parties in
the House come together. I mainitain
if there are to be two parties in the
country; if the time has come when we
qx,, to have only two parties, the demands
of the Labour party being rather too
severe-supposing that time comes and
there should be a coming together of
moderate menm-why should one party
arrogate to themselves the right to holId
office. If that should come it means the
amal-gamation of the heads of two parties
who must hold office. I do not think the
necessity has arisen in this State for
that.

MR. BATH: Do you think their demands
have been unreasonable?

MR. MORAN: Up to date I do not
think we can look on the demands of the
Labour party as unreasonable. but if
they get power their demands may be-
come unreasonable. They may cease to
be democrats then and become pluto-
crats. I am anl advocate of two parties
in this country' apart from the Labour
party. IU you will, the old party and
the new party. If you will, the liberals
and the conservatives. The liberals who
go in for more representation, and the

conservatives who wish to maintain and
preserve the pocket boroughs. The Labour
party will enforce certain conditions.
That is how the Labour party have gained

Ievery step they have gained in Australia.
Hlave not the rfabour party gained every
advance because there have been two
parties in Australia besides themselves?
Yet the Labour party to-day are keeping
in power a Premier w~ho openly advocates
that the liberals and conservatives sbould
combine and kt-ep him in power against
thes Labour party. My sympathies and
support have always been in favour of
democracy and against conservatism. I
hold th e doctrine of Edmund Burke as
sacred as ever it was, fort do not want my
mind to be made up by a caucus. In
order to have an organisation it may be
necessary to have a caucus and a pledge
of members. The Irish party in the
House of Commons have led me to think
somewhat iu this direction. They are
pledged to a certain line of politics.

MR. BATH: Every party has a caucus.
Mu. MORAN: I am referring to a

line of party. I prefer to have a free
hand myself. I have always advocated
the existence of the Labour party. I
voted for the payment of members so
that we should have Labour members
here, but I did not advocate putting the
Labour party in a corner by themselves.
If we had. a Labour party and no Oppo-
sition party in the House, would we have
heard of Mr. Morton Craig's case ? No;
because the Labour party voted to gag
that gentleman. The member for Ran-
naais (Mr. Bath) said this officer had
been disloyal in bringing forward his
case. Is not this a fact that throughout
the session all the big debates and all the
opposition have come from the Opposition
side of the House, especially from the
Opposition corner? Where did the ques-
tion for a redistribution of steats originate ?'

Mu. BATH: Here.
Mn. MORAN: The bon. member

knows that it did not originate from the
Labour bench. The movement started
on the Opposition side on the Constitu-
tion Bill, and it was taken up by the

Laorparty.
LMR BATH: But you knew we were

1going to take some action.
MR. MORAN: I had only just come

back from the other States then, and I
do not know what had taken place. If
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that is one of the planks of the Labour
party, 'why did they not follow it up;
why do they not follow it up now? Here
is a chance to carry it out. Take the
classification of thq civil service, and a
conduct or a ppeal board for the rail way
servants. The leader of the Opposition
was the champion of these. What about
the extra province going to the goldfields
in the Upper ChamberP Where was
that promise extracted from the Govern-
went ? The Labour party have more to
thank the leader of the Opposition for
than they have to thank the Govern-
ment for. I guarantee if the member
for West Kimberley were in power
to-morrow the Labour party would not
find him hard and fast on the redis-
tribution of seats. He would go farther
than the present Government would go.
Can anyone rely on the Government for
a compromise? We know positively
that some compromise has to be given.
I have no doubt that a magnificent
workable policy could be brought for-
ward, a policy of honest administration
and of financial reform, a policy of
righting the wrongs of the civil service, a
policy of placing the railways on a
satisfactory basis. These would un-
doubtelty find a place in the bion.
member's platform. The Labour party
are selling their own people by keeping
the present Government in power. They
may not come back after the next elec-
tion, but I believe they will. Here is a
chance not of aggrandlising themselves,
but of getting measures passed. They
could enforce their will about the railway
service and in many other things; these
measures could be carried out. T rose to
do what I felt cornplled to do, notwith-
standing the fact that I do not belong
to the Labour party, and have often
differed from the member for Mount
Margaret; and probably some day in
the future we shall be found vigorous
enemies in the country. Men will differ.
Notwithstanding that, I want to say and
to put on record what I feel honestly in
my heart, that the member for Mount
Margar-et has gone through a great deal
for his convictions and has suffered in
another place, but there is no shadow of
disgrace on his name where he came
from, save and except that it was George
Taylor who worked up the shearers'
strike and had three years for it. 'What

did hedo it for? Re did it to put right
the wrongs of men who had suffered long

enogh. He may have been hasty and
haegone to great lengths. That is the

record of the hon. member who was
attacked and accused of betraying labour.
I am one of the people myself. I
sprang from them and was raised among
them, and I know what the actions of
the hon. member were, because my own
relatives were mixed up with them, and
I know that he has nothing to be
ashamed of.

MR. BATEr No one ever said he
had.

Mn. MORAN: I hope it will never
come to my lot to have to go to gaol for
my political opinions. I trust 1 shall
never be put to that severe test. But I
say that the record of the member for
Mount Margaret is one which he need
not be ashamed of. The dlay has gone
by when men are penalised and ostracised
on account of political opinions. If I
binned the member for Mount Margaret
for the action he took, I could not be an
admirer and lover of the rights of the
country my people came from; I could
not be so if I believed that a man was
disgraced by being imprisoned for his
political convictions. Were such the
case, I could not hold in reverence men
like Davitt, Dillon, and other Irish
leaders at home who have suffered penmal
servitude for years for their endeavour to
bring about what is to-day admitted by
everybody to be pure and simple justice
to the Irish people. The Labour party
would not be in existence to-day but for
men like Taylor, and I say let us do
justice and admit that an earnest man
should not suffer obloquy for what he has
done. The old veteran differs from the
young recruit. Both are earnest, but the
experience of one is greater and riper
than that of the other. I rise to move
as a farther amendment that the words
"1by its actions " be inserted in lieu of
those struck out.

Mn. TAYLOR rose to speak.
THE PREmIER: An amendment has

been moved.
THE DEPuTy SPEAKER: The hon.

member has a right to speak, as hie has
only previously spoken to the amendment,
and not on the general question.

MR. Mon: I withdraw my amend-
went.
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THE PREMIER: Has not the hon.
member (Mr. T aylor) spoken to the main
motion?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER; No; he spoke
immediately before the vote was taken.

MR. 0. TAYLOR CMount Margaret):
I am very thankful to the member for
West Perth for the remarks be has made
about mie in Queensland. I only rise
to vindicate muyself from the attack made
upon me by the member for Hannans.
I dare say the hdn. member would make
out I attacked him ; but I desired not to
record asilent vote, and I endeavoured to
speak on the matter to explain my posi-
kion, and to be as brief as possible. I
expected the member for Hannans would
have something to say upon the few
remarks I uttered. Some two years ago
I differed in opinion from the Labour
party in reference to supporting the
Leake Government after they returned to
the Treasury bench. That difference
was accentuated by the members of the
Labour party more than by myself. The
member for Hannans was then secrebiry
for a trades and Labour council at Kal-
goorlie. That council accused me, and a
conference of the labour tribunal of this
State was held in Fremantle, nearly every
union being represented by its delegates.
The member for Hannans, who was a
representative at that congress, moved a
motion condemning me for the action 1
took in remaining on this side and not
following the Labour party across to the
Government side of the House. The
motion was discussed at great length from
about nine o'clock in the morning till
about six in the evening, and the vote
taken resulted in my favour. The whole
of the Labour party, with the exception
of the member for North Murchison,
attacked me severely at that congress, and
they made the very best case it was
possible for them to make in order to
condemn my action as at Labour member.
They charged me with treachery, the same
as the hon. member has done to-night .
At that hearing I bad to defend myself
single-handed. And how did the result
pan out? There were three votes taken.
I was upheld on the voices. The party'
with whom the hon. member (Mr. Bath)
is associated disputed the verdict and
called for a show of hands, on which I
was again upheld. Then they called for
the card-vote, a vote by cards according

to the numerical strength represented by
each delegate. a vote which is called for
in extreme cases only, and on big
questions affecting Labour and discussed
at a congress; and as a result of that
card vote-I speak from memory-there
were some 3,100 votes for the bon.
member and 8,300 for me. So when the
voice of the people was heard, after some
eight or nine hours' discussion. I was
upheld. And to-day I am not afraid of
the people of this country hearing what
I have said in this Chamber; I am pre-
pared to go before them again; and I
deny the hon. member's charge that I
have betrayed any principles of Labour;
I deny that I haye ever done anything
detrimiental to the best interests of the
workers of this country, or betrayed
Labour in any way, since I have been a
member of Parliament or at any prior
time. And I hope that when I do betray
any trust placed in me by the workers, I
shall not live long enough to betray it
again. Before the hon. member was
ever thought of in the Labour movement
I was battling for the people. I battled
in the interests of the workers in Queens-
land when there were no Parliamentary
seats in view, when there was no payment
for the Labour organiser, when the
workers of the country dared not speak,
when they were brought up before a6
magistrate appointed by an oligarchical
Government. Why? the magistrate at
that time was the squatter; and if the
shearer did not do exactly as the squatter
told him, the shearer would be sacked
without payment, and if he sued before
a magistrate for wages, the case was

Prejudged, the wages were forfeited,
and the plaintiff was perhaps cross-sum-.
moned and got three months for breach of
agreement. Years before the big Queens-
lsadLabour troubles in 1891 1 had to
sue a squatter for X36 earned at shearing.
I lost the case, and on a cross summons
was, for alleged -breach of agreement,
fined £20 odd, with the alternative of
some six months' imprisonment. I
thoroughly understand the position of
the workers in that country; it is perhaps
owing to such treatment that I feel
bitter to-day. If the members who sit
on that (Labour) bench had gone through
half what I have experienced, they would
not place so much confidence in gentle-
men like the Premier; they would view
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their opponents with suspicion. The
Labour man who now talks Labour is not
talking against the odds which he would
have had to confront 20 years ago. I
should like to ask the hon. member (Mr.
Bath), what he has done for LabourP I
do not wish to wash dirty linen; but
when a man impugns my integrity in the
Labour movement I am justified in
defending myself. I cannot find any-
thing that the hon. member ever did for
Labour until he was in a paid position.
Since he has been in this State be has
been almost always in the employ of the
unions; he has never made any political
mark in this State or any other till he
received remuneration for his work;, and
on the first opportunity he entered Par-
liament.

Ma. BATH: That is absolutely incor-
rect.

Mn. TAYLOR:. If I had wished to
use the Labour party for the purpose of
getting into Parliament, I need never
have come to this State to do so. Ten or
twelve years ago, in Queensland I several
times iefused to stand for Parliament,' in
a country where, as the member for West
rerth has pointed out ta-night, I was
well known. And what I said with
teference to the vote decided on in caucus
of the Labour party I say again. It was
only to-night that I leatrnt from. the
leader (Mr. H1astie) that the Labour
party had decided in caucus to support
the Government. I desire to point out
that I am not a member of that caucus. T
think the House will remember that after
the vote taken at the Labour congress
in Fremnantle on the Saturdav night,
the Labour party called a caucus meet-
ing on Sunday, and desired me to
comply with certain requisitions. I would
not do so; a resolution wast passed that
I be ejected, and I was ejected forthwith.
I have never been at caucus meetings
since; but I have always voted with the
Labour party on questions affecting the
Labour platform, when decided in caucus.
This is the only occasion on which they
decided auything in caucus without sub-
sequently telling me; and they did not
tell me until the leader said in the House
to-night that they had decided to sup-
port the Government on the vote of no-
confidence. Apart from what I saw
in the newspapers this morning, I was

Iin ignorance of that fact; and there is
something strange in their not acquaint-
ing me with the action they determined
to take; because, though I have not
attended caucuses, they have on every
other occasion told me what they intended

1to do, and I have supported them. As to
Ithe statement of the hon. member (Mr.
Bath) that I have abused him in this
matter, it is absolutely without founda-
tion.

MR. Biwa:- I spoke for the party.
MR. TAYLOR.: I have attacked the

Labour party in Parliament when I
thought they were wrong; and for those
attacks I have to answer. It is idle for
me to answer for them to the Labour
party in Parliament; but I am prepared
to answer for them to the Labour people
in this State, who mnake and unmake
members of Parliament; and if I have
done wrong, I1 shall have to pay for it.
And notwithstanding the caucus, which

I old 1 am not bound by because I do
not take part in it, having been ejected;
and having, as I say, been upheld by the
great majority of the workers of this

IState for the stand I took in this Parlia-
ment ; knowing as I do that the Par-
liamentary Labour party didl all they
could to disgrace and discredit me in the
eyes of the workers and failed-I say
that to-night the hon. member (Mr. Bath)
has only followed up the same line of
action. But however he may be successful
in disgracing me in the eyes of the Gov-
ernment, he has no possible chance of
disgracing me in the eyes of the workers
in this or in any other State of the

ICommonwealth. I say that without
boasting, and without fear of successful
contradiction. My name is too well
known in the Labour movement. I

icannot suffer by anything the hon. mem-
ber may say. I think the last time I
crossed swords with the labour party
was on a vote similar to that to be taken
to-night.

THE:DEPUTY SPRAYER: The hon. mciii-
ber is wandering from the point.

Mx. TAYLOR: I was attacked, and I
am explaining. I voted against the
appointment of the Commissioner of
Railways (Mr. George); and if the
workera of this State had to decide to-day
whether that appointment should be con-
firmed, I say they would vote as I voted.
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And it goes without saying that my I
action in this Parliament will he judged
by my constituents, as will the actions
of other memubers by theirs; for the
session will soon be at an end,
and I shall have to answer for what I
have done. I know full well the penalty
for a Labour man breaking faith with his

people. I have not done so, and have no
desire to do so; but I intend to vote

against the Government this morning, if
a vote is taken, irrespective of the Govern-
ment bating the support of the Labour
party. I believe that in so voting I am
representing the wishes of the workers of
this State, and I hope the motion will be
carried.

MR. 8. 0, PIOOTT (in reply as
mover) : I do not intend to occupy the
House long. I think all that could be
said has been pretty well said oni the
question. I only want to speak with
regard to the action I took when an
opportunity was afforded to me by the
mnember for the Murchison moving an
amendment. I cannot help alluding to
the attitude taken up by a great number
of members of this House, an attitude of
silence, which may have been contempt
for the motion, or may he interpreted
that members were afraid to speak their
minds on the question. I think it is the
recognised duty of every member in this
House on an occasion of this kind to
stand up and give his true opinion as to
whether the Government, attacked in the
way they have been on this motion, are
deserving or undeserving of that attack.
On that question I think there can be no
doubt.

Mn. GORDoN:- There are two points.
Which do you refer toP

Mn. THOMAS: Oh, shut up!

Mn. PIGOTT: I came to a couclusion
early during this sitting that the motion
I had moved was going to be lost, and
my main reason for coming to that con-
clusion was the fact that I read in the
morning's paper that a caucus had been
held by the party which has been men-
tioned so much lately, and that this party
had decided to tote for the Government
without hearing the reply to the charges
made.

Mn. THOMAS: After hearing only one
speech.

TEa MINISTER Pon Lnqns:' Quite
enough.

MR. PIGOTT: I hope I may be
allowed a little license. I do not wish to
go far into this question, hut I wish
again to draw the attention of the House
and country to the speeches made by
those members who are now supporting
the Government, and to draw attention
to the speeches made only a few weeks
ago by the Labour party, and in particu-
lar to the speech made by an hon. mem-
ber who has not shown his face in this
House during this debate except for a
minute or two. I refer-and I am sorry
to have to refer to him in his absence, for
I would much rather say it to his face-
to the member for Subiaco.

MR. HAsTIE: He is ill.
Tat: PREMIER: He has not been here

the whole of the day.
'Ali. PIGOTT: I am sorry; but I

cannot help referring to his remarks on
the question. When I took up the posi-
tion that I now hold, the member for
Subiaco said he was sorry that an oppor-
tunity was not permitted to the Labour
party of fulfilling the functions which so
far had -not been fulfilled in the House-
the fnctions of a direct Opposition. The
hon. member and his party wished to
take the front Opposition bench, and
be a true Opposition party. He could
not have mneant anything else. And if
he meant that by coming to this (Oppo-
sition) bench the Labour party would be
a true Opposition party, he shouldi be still
of the same opinion aud should be voting
for the motion this evening. Again we
have the speech of another member who
is unfortunately absent this9 evening, the
,member for Kalgoorlie, who said:, " It is
true that the party with which I am
associated claim to be the true and only
real Opposition party," and the hon.
member complained 'bitterly that no
opportunity was afforded to the Labour
party to show what they could do to oust
the present Government at the first
possible opportunity. Now, what has
happened this eveningr reminds me of a
Iittle story I read in one of the Australian
papers. I think it was the Auatralasian.
It was about a gentleman who went to a
dlog show, and at that show he came
across a number of Irish terriers which
got loose and fought all the other dogs.

Want of Confidence:



2894 Want of Confidence: [ASSEMBLY.] Motion as amended.

and, when the owners of the other dogs
took them away, fought amongst them-
selves. That is what has happened to-
night. The Labour party fought against
the Government and fought against the
Opposition, though it was only a sham
fight I will admit, or, as the member for
the Murchison says, a "Chinese fight ;"
and to-night we have these Irish terriers
fighting amongst themselves. It is not
because the member for Mount Margaret
is sitting on this side of the House-
because he does not support me, and I am
speakcing as a man who does not agree
with the tenets of the Labour party-but
I cannot help thinking that if there is
one man who stands up in this House
true to the principles of the Labour party,
it is the member for Mount Margaret
who has suffered for his principles. I
have not heard of any of the rest of the
party having suffered for them. He took
upon himself blame that was attachable
to many men in another State, and what
was the result? I need not go through
the whole of the history of it. Every
member of the House knows what that
hon. member suffered for his cause.

THE PRExiEB: Oh, you have got his
vote. Do not be sycophantic.

MR. PIGOTT: I have got his vote
freely, sad the Premier knows it from
the remarks fallen from these Opposition
cross-benches.

THE P~rEiEr: The empty and sleepy
benches.

ME. PIGOTT: The Opposition have
never asked any member on I he Opposi-
tion cross-benches or the Government
cross-benches for support. No applica-
tion for support was made. We worded
this motion so that no party considera-
tion could enter into the question. What
is the result? We find that the motion
is to be baodly beaten. The member for
the Murchison (Mr. Nanson) sand up
and as much as says, " I do not believe
in the Government; I have a long list of
supporters who will turn them out on
another cause," and then he moves an
amendment.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS: And you
swallowed it.

MR. PTGOTT: I admit I swallowed
it. I ask any member in the House to
read the amendment and compare it with

the original motion, and the two it will1
be found are exactly the same. There is
no difference. The amendment says, the
Government have forfeited the confidence
of the House and the country. We say
the Government have forfeited confidence
by their faulty administration. What
does it matter to us whether members
vote on the one or the other. if the
member for the Murchison is sincere in
his amendment, are the Opposition mem-
bers to say we will not accept that
amendment because it is not worded
exactly in the same way as the motion,
though it will bring about the same
effect? It would have been absurd for
members on this side to have objected to
the amendment. I on behalf of the
members who sit behind me, and who I
know will accept my Judgment on the
question, accept that amendment, and

ever member here will record his vote
either in his place, or having paired with
a member of the Government party. I
record my approval of the amendment in
spite of the accusations which have been
thrown out by the Labour party, and in
spite of the nasty insinuations thrown
out by the member for the Murchison
(Mr. Nanson), who was at one time
leader of this Opposition; and I do not
blame the bion. member for having left
us, for he could not bring his principles
into line with his party.

Ma. NANsoN: You are still following
him.

MR. PIGOTT: The hon. member
wanted to take the "kudos" to himself,
but I wish to show that I am absolutely
indifferent. I would not mind even if
the member for Kanowna, bad moved the
amendment. It. would have received my
support, although I do not believe in the
tenets of the Labour party, and I never
can agree with them. I cannot help
saying that after this Parliament has run
its course, more will be known about the
actions of the Labour party than was
ever known before. It will be known
that these members came here and had
principles to carry out, and they can only
carry them out by holding the balance of
power; but they abused the power which
they held. That was their business, and
I am certain the words the member for
Mount Margaret used were correct. It
was their business to be impartial, and if
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they had been impartial they might have
been more effectual in -getting better
treatment than they have obtained.
During the first session of this Parlia-
went the Labour party gained more in
Western Ausotralia, than they had gained
during the last 20 years. There was
hardly a thing they required at that time
that they did not force the tLeake Minis-
try to put through the House. The hon.
gentlemen who represent the Leake
Ministry thought they could trifle with
the Labour party; but the Labour party
represent a strength that can never be
trifled with, because any Government
who attempts to trifle with them will
find that by giving them only a little at a
time the Government are only staving
off the trouble. Difficulties will arrive,
and when the Labour party demand a
thing from the Government, no matter to
what length they go, if the Government
refuse to grant that request the party
will go against them, and the Opposition
will go into power. I say without hesi-
tation if members on the Opposition
benches had given way one inch in their
principles, and had offered any induce-
ment to the Labour party, the Opposition
party would have been in power at the

prsnt time. But I made my position
cla; the party made their position

clear; they do not agree with the Labour
party. As a Labour man the member
for Mount Margaret is the true represen-
tative in the House. I do not agree with
his principles; I can never agree with
them.

MR. TAY~oR: And I do not agree with
yours.

M a. PIGOTT: It is quite mutual. If
I had acted as the Government party
acted, and looked for the support of th~e
Labour party and offered to make any
terms with the Labour party, I should
have had the support of the Labour
party by purchasing it. with promises in
the same way that they have been bought
by the present Government.

Question (as amended) put, and a
division taken with the following re-
sut:-

Ayes
Noes

... .. .. 10

.. . ... 25

Majority against 1

&IR.
Mr. Atk;ns
Mr. Butcere
Mr. Connor
Mr. Hassell
Mr. Moron
Mr. nuson
Mr. Pigott
Mr. Taylor
MY. Thorn.
Mr. Jacoby (Teller).

Question thus

NOS.
Me. Both

Mr. Ewing
Mr. Ferguson
Mr. Foulkes
Mr. Gardiner
M~r. Gordon
Mr. Grgry
Mr. Hoslna
Mr. Holmes
Mr. Ho pkn
Mr. H.tchiSo.
Mr. Illingworth
Mr. Jances
Mr. M.Donald
Mr. oats
Mr. Pbuhip
Mr.Prks

Mr. Reid

Mr. Higbn (Teller)

negatived.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 1-52

Friday, until the next Tuesday.
am.,

Legizlatibt Council,
Tuesdayj, let December, 1908.
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THE PRESIDENT took the Chair at

4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYES.

OBITUARY-SPEAKER OF THE LEGIS-
LATIVE ASSEMBLY.

THiE COLONIAL SECRETARY
(Hon. W. Kingstnill): Since this Par-
liament assembled some two and a-half
years ago, the hand of death has been
particularly heavy upon it. On this
occasion I have to ask the House to
adjourn o11t of respect for the memory of
the late Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, Sir James Lee Steere, who has
for years past occupied one of the most
dignified positions in this State, and... 15


