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very short period it was floated in Lon-
don for £700,000. Within 12 months of
that eommpany commencing operations it
was rvecoguised on all hands that the
mine was a mserable failure. That is
not the only instance we have of one
wine said fo be the best in the world, or
the richest n the State, proving a failure.
Hon. members must reeollect the Wealth
of Nations. it would be amusing to per-
use the reports in the newspapers whiel
were published when that mine was first
diseovered, a mine whieh, I think, was
sold for £100,000. That mine never justi-
fied in the slighiest degree the anticipa-
tions of its success. Coming to more re-
cent times, members will recolleet the
Queen of the Earth at Yerilla. That,
again, was deseribed as extremely rieh;
in faet, it was said that the gold could
be seen in the ore as though it was moss
growing on a rock. AMN these mines, said
to be extremdly rich and with the most
prosperons future, have petered out. They
are isolated instances, and if a railway
had been built to each one of those mines
it must have proved an undounbted fail-
ure. -Are we any better off to-day in
building a railway to this one mine
called the Bullfinch than we wounld have
been if the Gevernment had built & line
to the Londonderry or the Queen of the
Earth or the Wealth of Nations years
ago? 1t is siated here that this mine is
extremely rich; and that therefore so
far as this mine 1s concerned it is quite
unneeessary to build a railway, but that
we have to consider the mining indusiry.
We know, too, that the discovery of this
mine has given an immense incentive to
prospecting in the neighbourhood. Pros-
peeting parties are out in all directions
and it is probable that other mines, let
us hope of 2 permanent nature, will be
discovered and in a short time, I ven-
ture to think, we shall be in a munch
better position to know where the rail-
way is to go than we are now. If in-
formation had been laid hefore this
House to-night showing that there was
an immediate necessity for the bunilding
of the railway to this one mine, a neces-
sity not as regards this one mine but
as regards the mining industry, T would
gladly have supported it, but T regret

1497

that information of that character has
not been fortheoming. The time may
come when it will be necessary to build
ihis railway; if so, I ean only hope that
the House will pass the line immediately,
but at the preseut time, if we are going
to build the railway to the one mine,
there are very likely other mines in the
State which can make an equal elaim.
What is the justification put forward by
the Government for the line? Not ex-
penditure of money for the development
of the State, but expenditure merely on
the basis of a commercial speeulation.
We have enough work to do in this State
out of borrowed funds in the direction
of developing our resources, We have
more than we can manage and at the
present time we are not justified in bor-
rowing noney to indulge in works that
are put before the House merely as com-
mercial specalations,

On motion by M.
journed.

Troy debate ad-

The House adjourned at 11,14 p.m.
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QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, Mr. MAGNET-SANDSTONE.
Mr. HEITMANN asked the Minister

for Works: 1, Whai was the amount of

the lowest tender for the construetion of

the Mt. Magnet-SBandstone railway? 2,

What was the estimate of the depart-

ment? 3, What was the cost of the

Work?

The MINISTER FOR WORES re-

plied: "1, £86,979. 2, £74215. 3, Cost
to dale, £71,876.
QUESTION—EDUCATION DEPART-

MERT. ASSISTANT INSPECTOR.

My. COLLIER (for Mr. Bath) asked
the Minister tor Education: 1, Is it the
intention of the Fdueation Department to
appoint an assistant inspector of sehools
as advertised? 2, If not, why did the
depariment change its opinion coneerning
the appointment after having advertised
for applicants for the position?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1, No, 2, It was desired to
leave open the possibility of ve-appoint-
ing the oflicer in question to the teaching
staff after a period. It was found that,
if this proviso were made, he could only
be appointed under the Public Service
Aet a5 a temporary employee—a position
which would not be satisfactory. He has
therefore been appointed as advisery tea-
cher, remaining on the teaching staff.

QUESTION — PUBLIC SERVANTS
AND DEFENCE FORCES.
School Teachers.

Mr. COLLIER (for Mr. Bath) asked
the Minister: for Edweation: 1, Iz it a
faet that the Education Department has
refused permission to school teachers to
act as area officers in the Commonwealth
Defence Forces on the ground that it in-
terferes with duty? 2, If so, in what way
does the acceptance of such positions in-
terfere with school teachers’ ordinaiy
duties? 3, Has leave beer granted to tea-
chers on full pay to attend chureh and
other conferences during periods when
the schools were not on holiday? 4, If
so. why is such differentiation made? 5,
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Is it because of antagonism to the Federal
authorities?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION
replied: 1, Yes, 2 (a) It would necessi-
tate six weeks’ leave of absence al once.
(b) Tt would necessitate a fortnight’s
leave each year for a camp of instruction.
() It would necessitate frequent leave of
absence during sehool hours.  Amongst
other duties the area officer has to super-
vise junior cadets, who can only he seen
dwring sehool hours. In many cases he
would have o travel te places from which
he could not possibly vetnrn in time for
his sehool work. 3, In one case a teacher
was allowed to deduet for this purpose
one month from long serviee leave, which
would have fallen due in the next year.
4 and 3. Auswered by caswer to 3.

QUESTION—LAND TRANSFERS,
WONGAN HILLS.

Mr, SCADDAX asked the Minister for
Lands: 1, Who were the original hold-
ers of {he following lots, gituated at or
near Wongan Hills, 1406, 1407, 1409,
1420, 1421, 1431, 1454, 1440, 1438, 144292
2, Have any of these lots been transfer-
red? 1f so, to whom, and how long after
Gvst approval? 3, Has a caveat been
lodged by any person ur persons, other
than the Agricultural Bank, against the
transfer of any of these lots? 4, If so,
whieh lots, and by whom?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS re-
plied: 1, Loeation 1406, H, T. Kelsall;
location 1407, H, T. Kelsall; logation
1409, 8. N. Radford: localion 1420, S.
Ganwell ; loeation 1421, C. G. Linke; loca-
tion 1431, C. (+. Linke; location 1454, F.
T. Radford; loeation 1440, W. C. R. Sim-
mans; location 1438, W, Levi: location
1442, P. Levi. 2, Yes, with the exception
of loeation 1440 they have been trans-
ferred as follows:—L.ocation 1406 to C.
B. Donglas: abont 3 years. Tneation
1407 to Mrs. H. B. Dauglas: about +
years, T.oecation 1409 to E. Campbell;
ahout 4 xvears. Tocation 1420 10 O, L.
Bernard: about 4 years. Tweafion 1421
to C. Wilding; about 4 vears. Loeation
1451 to C. Wilding: about 4 vears. Loeca-
tion 1434 to A. T. Yorrie; 1 vear, 3
months. T.oeation 1438 to W. Robert-
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son; 3 years, 5 months. Location 1443
to D. J. Robertson; 2 years. (Location
1409 was transferred by order of the
Court.) 3, Yes. 4, Location 1420 by C.
B. Douglas as mortgagee; Location 1440
by P. Wholley as purchaser; Location
1438 by the Commercial Bank as mort-
gagee.

QUESTION—RAILWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, WONGAN HILLS.

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Premier:
Will lie explain why the Goomalling-
Wongan Hills line is not being con-
strncted the full length provided in the
Aet anthorising ils construction?

The PREMIER replied: The Engineer-
in-Chief recommended that the line
should stop for the present at the ten-
porary reserve at the 34-mile from Goo-
malling until it was definitely decided
as to the direetion for its eontinunation
to junction with the Geraldton-Cne Rail-
way.

QUESTION—STATE HOTEL FOR
SOUTHERN CROSS.

Mr. TROY (for Mr. Horan) asked the
Premier: In view of the inadequacy of
the holel accommodation at Sonthern
Cross. will the Minister take into eon-
sideration the advisability of establish-
ing a State hotel at that eentre?

The PREMIER rcplied: The Govern-
ment have no such intention at present.

QUESTION—MINERS’® WAGES,
RULLFINCH.

Mr. TROY (for Mr. Horan)} asked the
Minister for Mines: 1, In view of the
. announeement made that My, Richard
Hamilton is associated with Mr. Doolette
in the management of the Bullfinch mine,
is there any connection with this eirenm-
stanee that acecounts for the reduction of
the miners’ wages from 12s, 6d. per shift
as formerly paid, to 10s, 10d. as now en-
forced. 2, Recognising the advantage
that must acerue to the State where
peaceable indnstrial conditions prevail in
a new mining field, will the hon. Minister
exercise his influence in bringing to-
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gether the parties concerned with a view
to the restitution of the original wage
paid by JMr. Doolette, and thus save o
reference to the Arbitration Court!

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied:
1, I have ne information upon this mat-
ter. 2, I will always do what I ean to
settle any industrial dispute in whieh I
may be asked by those interested to in-
tervene.

QUESTION—SWEATING, Mr, BREXN-
NAN'S STATEMENT.

Mr. TROY asked the Premier: 1, Has
the Premier received a reply from M.
Jas. Brennan in eonneetion with his
statement regarding the existence of
sweatiug in the city of Perth? 2, If so,
what aetion does the Premier intend to
take to wipe cut the evil?

The PREMIER replied: No reply has
vet been veceived, and a reminder has
been sent.

REDISTRIBUTION OF SEATS.

Mr. SCADDAN (Ivanhoe): May 1,
with your permission, Mr, Speaker, make
a short statement in connection with the
answer given to my question without
notice vesterday. I asked the Tremier
whether he wonld state to the House
when the Government proposed to bring
down the Redistribution of Seats Bill,
and I again desire to draw attention Lo
this question, and te ask again that the
Premier might go so far as to intrednce
the Bill, and lhave il printed so as to
allow members to see what is contained
in the measure which is of such vital im-
portance, not only to the Government and
supporters of the Govermment, but also
to every constitueney in the State, and
to every member for every constitnency.
It is of such vital importance that we
contend the Bill should be presented to
Parliament at the earliest possible date.
It is absolately unfair to continue the
business of this Chanber, as we are con-
tinuing it during this session. with a
measure of such vital importance to the
whole of the cominunity held up uatil
such time as it will be brought to the
House when all other business is disposed
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of, beld, so ito speak, like a revolver at
the heads of members. 1 contend, if
there is no nlterior motive on the part of
the Government to keep it back until the
las{ moment, there ean be no reason why
the Government do keep it back. Tf
there is no trath in the statement rve-
peatedly made that the Government are
desirous of jerrymandering electorates
theie can be no reason why the Bill can-
not he presented to the House. It is
true the Government require an absolute
majority of members of the House to
carry the Bill; we recogmise that; but
there may be a possibility that if there is
justice in the redistribution, members of
the Opnosition will be prepared to sup-
port the Government in getting that
statutory majority. Moreover, let me say
for every member of the Qpposition, we
recognise the necessity for a redistribn-
tion of seats; and so long as it is done
in a fair and open fashion, there will he
no opposition towards the Bill from any
member of this side. That is the attitude
of the Opposition in this matter; it is
well to be open and fair. T may potut
out that if the Bill is bronght down there
is no compunetion on the part of the
Government to bring it forward om the
Notice Paper until they have a majority
to pass it into law; but is it fair to ask
the Opposition to assist the Government
in keeping the business going, while at
the same time the Government are keep-
ing back until the last moment something
which is of vital impertanee to the whole
beingr of the community, with the object
of foreing it on the eountry without ihe
Opposition having the opportunity of
koowing what it is¢ I again request thai
the Premier will bring down the Bill in
order that members may see it. I con-
tend that it will faeilitate the business
of the Chamber if that ecourse is adopied.
There can be no reason why the Govern-
ment should not be open and frank with
the Honse on a matter of sueh vital im-
portance, instead of keeping the measure
back and bludgeoning it through at the
last moment. If it is a fair redistriba-
tion there ean be no reason why the
Bill shonld not be brought down without

waiting until the last moment to do it.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wil-
son): The hon. member is quite aware
that I intend to bring a Redistribution
of Seats Bill down at the very earliest
opporiunity. He is also aware, beeanse
I have diseussed the matter with him and
told him, and ke has explained to-day,
that we must have a statutory majority.

Mr, Seaddan: To pass the second
reading only.

The PREMIER: We must have an
absolute majority of the House to pass
the second and third readings of the
measure. I thank the hon. member very
much for his offered assistance, but I
would remind him it is not customary
for any Government to rely upon the
Opposition in the passing of measares of
this desecription,

Mr. Johnson: It should be so on a
Redistribution of Seats Bill.

The PREMIER: If the hon. member
will gnarantee me the statutory majority
I do not mind bringing down the measure
at once for the second reading.

Mr. Holman: That shows it is ready.

The PREMIER: If yon guarantee me
the majority I will bring it down at once.

Mr. Holman: If you guarantee it is
a fair and reasonable redistribution you
will get all the support necessary.

The PREMIER: I guarantee it is a
fair and reasonable measnre, but I am
not assured 1 will get the hon. member's
support.

Mr. Scaddan: You are not bound to
have the second reading at once,

The PREMIER : I must be prepared to
have the second reading immediately I
produce the measure, The second reading
and the introduction must be made so
that people will understand what the mea-
sure is.

Several
Jjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order.
ber at a time,
ject like this.

The PREMIER: I must be prepared
for the second reading division as soon
as I introduee the measure—there is no
question about that—and I am not going
to leave myself in the position of being
at the tender mercies of the Opposition.

Opposition members inter-

One mem-
Members must not inter-
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Mr. A. A. Wilson: You do not want
us {o buy a pig in a poke, do you?

The PREMIER: It is no use members
asking me to put myself in the hands of
the Opposition. I shall not do it.

My, Heitmann: Do you not think
courtesy demands that we should know
the eontents of the Bill?

The PREMIER: The custom is that
you should not know the contents of the
Bill until it is pregented to Parliameit,
and courtesy demands that the explana-
tion of the Bill should be given when the
(Government have their members at com-
mand to earry the second reading. I pro-
pose to bring the measure down as soon
as I possibly can. I have stated that I
hope to bring it down within a fortnight,
when I hope the member for Wellington
will be well enough to be in his place.
As soon as I know that I have his pre-
sence assured I will be prepared to sub-
mit the measure. It will not take hon.
members long to grasp it.

Mr. Angwin: The people in the
country want to know something about it
too.

The PREMIER: It is for the Honse
to consider, not the people in the country.
I am going to submit it to hon. members
for their consideration, and there will be
ample time for hon. members to grasp
all the provisions of the measure. I
would also remind members that they re-
present the conutry and there is no neces-
sity for them to go to their electors and
refer matters of this description to them.
Members represent the people of the
State, having been elected to represent
them.

Mr. Bolton: Do you think it will be
a fair thing to carry the second reading
on the day that you introduce the Bill?

The PREMIER: I did not say I was
going to move the second reading as soon
as it was introduced.

Mr. Scaddan: Why are members sit-
ting behind the Government aware of the
contents of the Bill?

The PREMIER: Why should they not
be aware of the contents of the measure;
why should they not be consulted about
the legislation the Government intend to
introduce?
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Mr, Scaddan:
not be consulted?

The PREMIER: Because hon. mem-
bers opposite are not members of the
Government party. It is absurd to falk
like that.

Mr, Walker: It is your duty to take
the House into your confidence.

The PREMIER: I do not require the
member for Kanowna to teach me my
business.

Mr, Walker: It seems so.

The PREMIER: - I know my duty to
the House and I know my duty to wmy
colleagues and my party, just as the
leader of the Opposition consults his
caucus as to every move he takes.

Mr. Scaddan: We know our duty fo
the eountry,

The PREMIER: The hon. member,
apparently, does not know his dufy to
the epuntry. Let me repeat, in conelu-
sion, that I propose to bring the measure
down at the earliest opportunity, and the
hon. member opposite must allow me to
be the jndge of that opportunity. When
he is in my position I am sure he will en-
deavour to earry on the business of the
country as I propose to do.

Mr. HOLMAN: He will do it bonestly,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must withdraw that remark.

Mr. Holman: I eannot withdraw the
remark. Must T say that he will not do
it honestly?

Mr. SPEAKER: The only construe-
tion that can be put upon the remark is
that it is offensive, and the hon. member
must withdraw it.

Mr. Holman: It is an impossibility
for me to withdraw it. All I said was
that the leader of the Opposition would
do it honestly if he gets over there;

Mr., SPEAKER: The remark is of-
fensive and it is usnal to withdraw of-
fensive remarks. T will ask the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw,

Mr. Holman: Very well, I withdraw,

Mr. SCADDAN: Tt is due to members
on this side of the House as well as to
memhers sitting on the Government side
of the House that they should know at the
earliest moment the intention of the Gov-

And why should we
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ernmeitt i eonneetion with the Redistri-
bution of Seafs Bill.

The Premier: They will know.

Mr. SCADDAN: I ceontend that there
is no reason why other business should
he transacted until saeh time ns we know
what is goiug to happen in conneetion
willt this particular Bill. The Premier
imayines ikiaf he ean carry on the business
of the House without the assistance of the
Opposition, Probably we will give him
the opportinity of frving.

PAPER PRESENTED,

By the Premier: Contribulions paid by
local bunlies under the Distriet Fire Bri-
erades Act (retuwrn ordered on motion by
Mr. Piesse).

MOTION — RAILWAYS ACTION,

FAICHING v. COMMISSTONER.

On motion by Mr. GILL, ordered:
That all papers in counection with the
case Faicling r. Commisstoner for Rail-
ways, that eame before the Loeal Coart,
be laid on the Table of the House.

MOTION — LANDS DEPARTMENT

AND CHARGES OF CORRUPTION.
Commission of Inmquiry,
Mr. SCADDAX (Ivanhoe) vose to
move—

That the proposed Commission of In-
quiry into the administration of the
Lands Department is unsatisfactory.
He said: Before T proeceed with the

motion may 1 ask the Premier what is the
intention of the Government with regard
to the Royal (‘ommission ?

The Premier; The intentien of the Gov-
erimenl is to appoint the Royal Com-
mission as indieated.

Mr. SCADDAY: May I ountline to the
Huouse the proposed seope of the Com-
misston as given to me by the Premier
in a communieation received on the 3rd
of this month. Tt is as follows:—

To the Honourable Robert Furse
MeMillan. a Judge of the Supreme
Court of Western Australia. greeting:
—Whereas on the twelfth day of Oeto-
Trer, one thousand nine hundred and ten,

[ASSEMBLY.]

allegations or implications were made in
the Legislative Assembly of the exisi-
ence of corruption in the administra-
tion of the Department of Lands and
Surveys, and, particularly, that a Gov-
ernment advertisement was inserted in
the Sunday T'imes to prevent adverse
criticism of the said department in con-
neetion with the grant of bloek 73 on
the Stirling Estate to Mr. Dunkley:
and whereas it is desirable that a Royal
Commission be appointed te examine
inio and report upon the said charze
and to invite persons to bring forward
charges of corruption— —
I desire to lay emphasis on the word
“corruption.”” The doeumeni proceeds—
in the administration of the said de-
partment, and fo inquire into any
charges that may be bronght forward
pursuant  te  sueh  invilation: Now
therefore I. the said Governor, do here-
by appoint you, the Hionourable Robert
Furse MeMillan, to be a Royal Commis-
sioner within he meaning of the Royal
Commissioners Powers Aet, 1902, sit-
ting alope for the purpose of examining
into and reporting upon the said eharge
and of inviting persons to bring for-
ward charges of corruption in the ad-
mintstration of the said departiment and
of inguiring into and reporting upon
charges that may be brought forward
pursnant to sueh invitation: and I do
hereby desire and request that youn
do as soon as the same can conveni-
ently be done (using all diligence) re-
port to me in writing your proceedings
in virtue of this Commission. Given
under my hand and the Publhc Seal
of ihe said Stale of Perth (his 1st day
of November, One thonsand nine hun-
dred and ten. By His FExcellency’s
Command.

The Premier submitied thai te me with
the following covering leiter:— )
As promised ] now enclose for your
information draft eopy of proposed
Commission appointing His Honour Mr.
Justice MeMillan to inquire inte the
charges of corruption against the Lands
Department, and shall be glad to learn
that members of the Opposition who he-
lieve those charges nre prepared to give
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evidence before the Royal Commis-
sioner.
To that letter I sent the following
reply :—

Re proposed Royal Commission to
inquire doto alleged charges of corrup-
tion in the Lands Department, 1n reply
to yours re the above of the 3rd instant
I have the honour to state that I have
consulted with the Opposition and find
they are at one with me in dissenting
from your proposal. They do so on
the grounds, first of all, that the aceu-
sations heing made in Parliament
should have been answered in Parlia-
ment and nowhere else. It is altogether
objectionable and, moreover, uneconski-
tutional to vefer speeches of members
of Parliament to the censorship even
of the Supreme Court Judzes. Res-
ponsible Government means nothing if
it does not mean that the Minister is
responsible to Parliament for his ad-
ministration of his department, and cri-
tieisms of that department made in
Parliament should be answered by him
in Parliament and nowhere else. We
object to delegate these obligations to
any outside body by whom, whence, or
how -appointed, We also object to be-
ing turned into public prosecutors, es-
pecially whilst only possessed of the
means of obtaining the information of
private eilizens, We hold most strongly
to the view that it is the duty of mem-
bers to state grievances and ventilate
abuses freely in their places in Parlia-
ment and, further, that it is the duty of
a Government to inquire into the mat-
ters represented to them. The eriticisms
levelled against the Lands Department
were supported by abundant faets, and
the evidence adduced was such as to
justify an immediate and ful] inquiry.
Tt is the duty of the Government to
authorise and condoct such inquiries,
and I say that nothing short of such a
free and full inquiry into the whole ad-
ministration of the Lands Department
is likely to satisfy the publie.

The Premier: You sent that this morn-
ing.
Mr. SCADDAN: Yes; this morning. I
want to point out in econnection with this
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matter we lold the ¢pinion to-day that
in commeetion with Royal Commissions,
and even as slrongly afier Royal Commis-
sions have submitted their reports, that
members of Parliament have the duiv de-
volving upon them as representing con-
stitnencies to freely eriticise the admini-
stration of a department controlled by
any Minister, and we propose ic do so
in the future just as we have done in the
past,

The Premier: (riticise?

Mr. SCADDAN : And in the manuer we
think desivable. We absolutely decline to
permit this Government or any other Gov-
ernment to compel members to act as
public prosecutors because they dare to
criticise Ministers. The right to free eri-
ticism is almost as old as the House of
Commons itself, and the ouly power to
deal with a2 member for criticising. is the
House itself.

The Premier: No,

Mr. SCADDAN: We will see how far
a member can go.

The Premier:
{‘ommission do?

Mr. SCADDAN: The puint is this; as
to what Royal Commissions may have sat
in the past to inquire into criticisms level-
led ngainst either a Minister or a publie
officer by any member of Parliament out-
side of this Chamber, ar outside of Par-
liament itself, we have no eoncern. But
the point remains that the eriticisms
levelled against the Lands Department
were made by an hon. member in his place,
and for those eriticisms he is responsible,
first of all to his constituents, and
secondly, to the House, and the only tri-
bunal in the State that can deal with that
hon. member is the House itself. I want
to say that if the Government iwagine
for a moment that the threat of a Royal
Commission hanging over a member for
any ecriticism he may make against a
Minister or publie officer is going to com-
pel bon, members to cease their eriticisms
in the future they are making the greatest
mistake in their lives. We are going to
eriticise departments as we think fit, and
threats of Hoyal Commissions will not
affect us in the slightest degree. We
must remember that when those eriticisms

What did the Parnell
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were made in the House, Ministers oppo-
site had the opportunity of replying to
them and showing that the statements
which were made were false or otherwise.
What happened? The Minister for Lands
proceeded to his electorate at Northam
while that erificism was proceeding in this
Chamber, and he eannot plead that he had
no knowledge that eharges would bhe made
against him, I first of all formulated
charges when moving the motion of no-
confidence, and he must have been able
to discover just as other members digd,
the faet that the no-confidence motion was
an attack on the administration of the
Lands Deparfment. That being so, the
Minister eould not be ignorant of the fact
that other members would follow up the
eriticisms made on his  department
during the progress of that no-confidence
debate, and had he been desirous of de-
fending himself and his administration
he would have remained in the Chamber
to hear the charges, and afterwards re-
plied when the opporfunity presented it-
self. Now let me say that the Minister
for Lands eame to me prior to the sitting
on the Wednesday, and asked whether I
would agree to Mr. Swan accompanying
him to Northam in order that he might
attend the show, The Minister said he
had not missed a Northam show sinee be-
ing a member, and did not desire to miss
that one. T saw Mr. Swan, and indeed I
may go so far as to say I indneed him
to aecompany the Minister; but the Mini-
ster told me definitely in the eorridor that
he would return to Perth o be in his place
in the Chamber after the tea adjourn-
ment. 1 alse pointed out 10 the Minister
that I would not agree to Mr. Swan ac-
companying him unless it was definitely
understood that no division would be
taken on the no-confidence motion during
their absence, as Mr. Swan, with other
members, was desirous of reeording his
vote, The Minister therefore promised
me definitely that they would be back
after the tea adjonrnment. We soon
discovered, however, that the Minister was
so little concerned about the eriticisms on
his department that he did not think it
worth while to return to Perth that day.
or indeed that evening; he remained in
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Nortbam till next morning, and the Pre-
mier, although aware of the fact that the
responsible Minister was away, permitted
the vote to be taken—indeed, he arranged
it with the Minister over the telephone,

The Premier: Youn forced the division
yourself.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is an absolute
migstatement. No member on this side
forced the division. Let me tell the Pre.
mier the only members who spoke that
evening in connection with the no-con-
fidence motion were members on this
{Opposition) side of the House; and we
twice moved the adjournment of the de-
bate but the Premier declined to agree
to it.

The Premier: I offered you an adjourn-
ment if you would complete your charges
and the discussion on the next day.

Mr. Bolton: You did not.

Mr. SCADDAN: That was after we
had had a wordy warfare across the
Chamber with regard to the desirability
of the Minister for Lands having an op-
portunity' of replying to the ecrificisms.
Almost the last words before the division
was taken were, **Will you agree to
complete the debate to-morrow evening¥”
That was a remark by the Premier, and
I said *‘1 will agree to nothing.”’

The Premier: Exactly.

Mr. SCADDAN: But I take no partie-
ular responsibility when I say I will not
agree. 1t was considerably after mid-
night, and the Premier, controlling the
Chamber, eonld have adjourned the
House any time he felt desirous of so
doing. Members on this side had been the
only speakers on the motion that even-
ing and bad twice moved for the ad-
journment of the debate; consequently
it cannot be ecorrectly stated that we
foreed the division. Moreover, it is an
admission of want of control of the
Chamber for the Premier to say that we
did so.

The Premier: Not at all. .

Mr. SCADDAN: I say it was a sign
of weakness that the Premier should
have permitted the division to be taken
before the Minister for Lands, who was
beine attacked, had time to reply. Tet
me tell the Premier he has some dJiffi-
culty in front of him to convinece the
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people of the country that it was not
done deliberately to prevent the Minis-
ter for Lands from replying.

Mr. Collier: Especially the people im
the farming distriets.

The Premier: The people are perfeetly
satisfied.

Mr. SCADDAN: The Premier is ap-
parently satisfied, but from ecorrespond-
ence I and others are reeeiving every
day I faney the Premier will find the
people are not as satisfied as he imagines.
All fair-minded people in the State are
of the one opinion, namely, that the Min-
ister for Lands should have been here
and should have had an opportunity
of replying before the motion was
put o a division. And it is not
only the puoblic ouiside who are of
that opinion. The Member for Mur-
ray absolutely refused to vote on the
no-confidence moiion becanse the Minis-
ter for Lands was noif given an oppor-
tunity of replying. Will the Premier
deny that, and will the Premier deny
that other members supporting the Gov-
ernment took up the same position al-
though they were not sufficiently cour-
ageous to carry it te the same lengths as
did the member for Murray?

The Premier: You had better put your
question to the member for Murray.

Mr. SCADDAN: I do not want to put
any question to the member for Murray.
The fact remains that the member for
Murray next day made a public explana-
tion in the House, furnishing his reason
for not voting, namely, because the Pre-
mier refused fo give the Minister for
Lands an opportunity of replying.

The Premier: I did nothing of the
sort.

Mr. Collier: You did.

Mr. SCADDAN: I have heard the
Premier frequently put np weak argu-
ments, but his statement now is  the
weakest I have ever heard.

The Attorney General: We wanted to
make an arrangement, but you said you
must have it in black and white.

Alr. SCADDAN: I am prepared to ad-
mit that.

The Attorney General: You made use
of the insulting remark that you must
have it in black and white,
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Mr. SCADDAN: What has an in-
sulting remark to do with the faet that
the Premier refused his colleague an op-
portunity of replying o these criticisms?
I want to know whether the personal
feelings of the Premier in connection
with any statement made by me or any
other member of the Opposition should
weigh more with him than the reputation
of his colleagne when attacked as he was
that night. I know the Attorney General
sufficiently well to be sure he would never
permit such a thing to occur if an atiack
had been made on the administration of
his department{. The Minister for Lands
showed a want of backbone when he
eame next day and sat in his place with-
out entering any protest against the ae-
tion of the Premier. There are not many
members who would have permitted such
a thing to go without the strongest pro-
test. The Minister for Lands should
have entered such a protest and, in faet,
should have tendered his resignation as
a Minister of the Crown unfil he had
been given an opportunity of replying to
the eriticisms. I do not know that I have
ever read of anything in political life
that would equal the want of backbone
displayed by the Minister for Lands and
the want of consideration for a colleague
displayed by the Premier on that oceca-
sion.

The Premier:
much.

Mr. SCADDAN: Perhaps not, but I
do not think many members of Parlia.
ment would have permitted anything of
the kind without & very strong protest
against the action of the Premier. Deal-
ing with the proposed commission of in-
quiry, I may say the members of the Op-
position have no objection to a full in-
quiry into the general administration of
the Lands Department—in fact they
wonld weleome if.

You have not read very

The Minister for Works: By Parlia-
ment ?
Mr. SCADDAN: I do not care by

whom so long as it is not in the direction
proposed by the Government. We do not
want a commission of inquiry to white-
wash the Minister and his colleagues, and
the proposed commission cannot possibly
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have any other effecf. The Government
are asking that the member for Albany
shall come before the commission and
formulate a direct charge.

The Premier: No; merely that he
shall prove the c¢harge he made,

Mr. SCADDAN: He proved it in
{his Chamber. The Premier was here at
the time and if be had listened to the
debate, as he should have done, he would
have seen that the member for Albany
absolutely proved every charge he made.

The Premier: He proved nothing.

Mr. SCADDAN: He proved every-
thing, there is not the slightest doubt
about it.

Mr. Monger: That is absolutely in-
correct. .

Mr. SCADDAN: What 45 the houn.
member going to tell us?

My, Monger: I will tell you some-
thing pretty stroug outside.

Mr. Holman: TIs the member for York
in order in threatening the leader of the
(pposition?

Myr. SCADDAN: 1et me repeat that
the hon. member proved every statement
he made.

The Attorney General: Which mem-
ber are you referring to when you say he
proved the charge?

Mr. SCADDAN: (The member for
Albany, who probably in the course of
this debate will be able to repeat the
charge, and show you also that he proved
it.

The Minister for Works:
bhe prove?

Mr. Heitmann: TUndue influence.

Mr. SCADDAN: ‘He proved ithe
charge respecting the block of land
granted to Dunkley and let me say——

The Attorney General: A charge of
corruption ¥

Mr. SCADDAN: Charges against the
maladwinistration of the Lands Depart-
ment. T am not going to allow the At-
torney General to put words into my
mouth. He wants me to say that the
mwember for Albany made a charge of
corruption against the Minister for
Lands or against the officers of the Lands
Department.

What did
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Mr. Price: Did I make use of the
word eorruption?

My, SCADDAX: The Attorney Gen-
eral was bere and heard the debate, so
lie will know what I am referring to.

The Attorney (General: I believe yoa
mean ithe charge of corruption; I may be
awrong.

Mr, SCADDAN: The Attorney (en-
eral will be given plenty of opportunities
during the debate to make himself right;
it is not unusual for him to be wrong.

The Attorney General: I wounld like to
know to what charge you are referring.

Mr. SCADDAN: The charges made
by the member for Albany as recorded in
Hansard., 1If the Attorney General wants
to make himself right, let him look up
Hansard,

The Attorney General: Then that is
the charge of corruption.

My, SCADDAN: AIll right, T am not
going to object; have it your way. What
we contend, Mr, Speaker, is thai when
criticisms are made against the adminis-
tration of any department controlled by
a responsible Minister, it is the duty of
the Government to either disprove these
statements or give the Hounse the reasons
why such maladministration has taken
place. But there was no attempt either
by the Premier or any of his Ministers
to disprove the statements made.

The Premier: I disproved all of them..

Mr. SCADDAN: The Premier in the
course of the debate only gave the details
of those matters coneerning which I had
furnished the outline, and in giving those
details he proved that there had been mal-
administration in the Lands Department
in conneetion with the matters I referred
to. The member for Albany in discussing
the motion gave further details which the
Premier carefully avoided, and which
went to show that the charges made were
more serious than apparently the Premier
was prepared to accept. T contend that
the (Government should have taken the
earliest opportunity of getting the full
particulars in connection with each of
these charges, and the Minister shonld
have replied to the eritteism. I would
like to say I am supported by the best
of authorities in the view t¢ which I gave
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utterance at the commencement of my re-
marks on this motion, namely, that it is
unconstitutional to ¢all any member to
book, to call him hefore any outside
anthority to explain or substantiate any
criticism made in Parliament, This, T
say, is proved by the best authorities.
Todd, in Parliamentary Government in
England says—

It would be unconstitutional to refer
to a Royal Commission subjeets which
are counected with the elementary
duties of the exeentive Government and
with its relations to Parliament;

Can the Premier deny that the adminis-
tration of the Lands Department comes
under that eategory—“Subjects which are
connected with the elementary duties of
the executive Government and with iis
relations to Parliament?” Will the Pre-
mier deny that, or that it is unconstitu-
tional? It goes on—
(or) to appeint 2 Royal Commission
with a view to evade the responsibility
of Ministers in any mafter, or to do
the work of existing departments of
State who possess all needful facilities
for obtaining information upon gques-
tions of detail, and who are directly re-
sponsible to Parliament.
Can anything be more definite than £hat?
That exactly meets the case which is at
present before the House. Critieism was
made against a department eontrolled by
a responsible Minister who is responsible
in the first place to Parliament, and who
was given an opportunity of replying to
those e¢riticisms; and to appoint a Com-
mission on this particular matter is in my
opinion just another of the actions of the
Government to aveid the responsiblility
which rests npon Ministers controlling
publie departments. That being the case,
T contend that there is no warrant for the
Government appointing a commission on
the terms indicated in the leiter sent lo
me by the Premier. As a matter of fact
the scope of that Commission is only
with regard to the alleged charge of cor-
ruption made by the member for Albany
in eonneetion with the granting of block
73 on the Stirling Estate to a Mr. Dunk-
ley. The Government are assuming that
that charge, and the criticisms in connee-

1507

tion with the administration of the de-
partment, are nothing more or less than
a charge of corruption against the Gov-
ernment. That in my opinion is where
the Government have made a mistake.

The Premier: Is it not a charge of
corruption ?

Mr. SCADDAN: No; the remarks
which the member for Albany made are
in Hansard, and do they contain any rvef-
erence whatever to corruption? Did he
make any reference to corruption when
he levelled his eriticism against the Lands
Department? This Commission states—

Whereas on the twelfth day of Oc-
tober, One thousand nine hundred and
ten, allegations or implications were
made in the Legislative Assembly of
eorruption——

Does the Premier imagine for a moment
that the people are going to formulate
charges of corruption? If he wants
charges against the administration of ths
Lands Department he ean get them. I
conld give him a sheaf of letters which
have heen sent to me since that eommis-
sion was appointed, all of them malding
ecomplaints about the Lands Depariment,
but I am not prepared to say that any
ong of them can be taken as a charge of
corruplion against the department. At
the same time I propose when the Lands
Department estimates are under consid-
eration to make a few more criticisms
against the adminisiration, criticisms just
as strong as those made during the mo-
confidence debate, on matters brought
under my notice since the Government
proposed {o appoint this inquiry. In my
opinion the object of the Government was
to prevent people outside sending infor-
mation to members of the Opposition with
regard to the mal-administration of the
Lands Department. But they made a
grave mistake if they thought that the
appointment of & eommission was going
to have that effect, becanse I have had =
considerable number of letters sent to me
since. I do not know that it is necessary
for me to say any more on the point at
this stage. I hold that there has been
sufficient eriticism levelled against that
department, not only by members but also
in the columns of the Press. In the Press
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one writer went almost so far as to say
that officers of the Lands Department had
received sums of money to get things done
which were not in accordance with the law
of the land, but no notice whatever has
been taken of the statemenis in $he public
Press. And yet it is proposed to hold a
eommission of inquiry info a statement
made by the member for Albany that the
Sunday Times acted as agent for a person
who had heen getting a block of land out-
side the regulations. We bold, irrespee-
five of what action the Government may
take, that there is no member on this
side of the House who, if X have any in-
fluence in the matter, will appear before
that commission. If the member for Al-
bany chooses lo appear, he will not be
doing it with my consent, becanse T hold
that it would be contrary to the constitu-
tion of Parliament that a member should
hold himself answerable to any other an-
thority but Parliament for a statement he
makes in the House. He makes such a
statement here as a representative of his
constitueney, and is answerable to that
constituensy and to Parliament; and as
leader of the party I will not consent to
any member on this side appearing be-
fore that Royal Commission in eomnection
with those partienlar charges. Moreover
I will not for a moment ask any member
on this side to desist in any degree from
eriticising any department just as freely
as the Lands Department was criticised
during that debate. I beg to move the
motion standing in my name.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
J. Mitchell) : T should like first to say that
I regret, of course, that I was not here to
reply to the criticisms levelled against me
and my department during the no-confi-
dence debate. It is perfeetly true that
when I went to Northam I intended to
return that evening, and it is also frue
that I arranged with Mr. Swan that we
should pair for the rest of the day. How-
ever, I took the only course that seemed
open for me on my return when I asked
for the appointment of a Royal Commis-
ston. It did seem to me that the leader
of the Opposition had said that there
was corruption here quite equal to the
worst that had taken place in New South
Wales.
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Mr. Scaddan: Did I say that9

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,

Mr. Seaddan: Well, read it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
gratifying now fo know that bon. mem-
bers did not wish to make a oharge of cor-
ruption, or attach to me all blame in con-
nection with the administration of the de-
partment.

Mr. Seaddan: I see you bave been sus-
pending officers lately.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
suspended some officers, and I hope I shall
always deal with officers as they should
be dealt with. Let me say that I welcome
any inquiry into the administration of
the department I control. I have been
four and a-half years controlling State
departments, and the Lands Depariment,
of which I bave been in charge for 19
months, was never in better order than at

the present time, mor had it ever been
worse than it was in 1904-5. There
have been mistakes, of course, anid

there always will be mistakes, and, when
you remember that there are 46,000 leases
dealt with there, it is not to be wondered
at. When these charges of corruption
were levelled at me by the leader of the
Opposition and the member for Albany,
it seemed t{o me that they wanted some
inquiry.

Mr. Holman: Give us proof of that
statement

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
I can give proof, and I will befors I am
done, becanse the methods that apply now
have been introduced during the last 12
months.

Mr. Holman: You state that that is so.
Prove it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
endeavour later to give proof of it. Every-
one knows that statements made in this
Chamber are privileged, and that a mem-
ber can say what he likes without any
very Serious result to himself, but I think
members ought to remember that it is a
duty to Ministers sitting opposite, and a
duty to the country, to state nothing but
faets when they get up to speak in the
Chamber. I only ask that if members have
charges to make against me that they
should go before a Royal Commission
where they ean give evidence on oaih.
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Surely that is not a great thing to ask.
8o long as I am in Parliament I trust I
shall always be prepared to go before any
tribunal and repeat any statement I make
in the House.

Mr. Holman:' You are now before the
highest tribunal in the land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
leader of the Opposition explains that
members opposite are not prepared to
avail themselves of the opportunity of
going before this Royal Commission,

Mr. Scaddan: Why did you limit ths
scope of the inguiry?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
perfectly prepared to make the scope of
the inquiry just as broad as hon, members
wish, I venture to say that the public
outside have not judged this question as
the leader of the Opposition inragines, and
I believe that after his speech to-day
those people will wonder why he hurled
insinuations across the House in the
course of his attack upon the Govern-
ment. The leader of the Opposition made
statements that he ought to be prepared
to prove. There is no shadow of doubt
about that. He has the opportunity now
of zoing before a Royal Commission in
order that ‘he may prove those charges.

Mr. Scaddan: As a responsible Mini-
ster you have the information and you
ought to be able to disprove them.

Mr. Gordon. You will not acespt the
disproof.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Any
information which I have at my hands
is available to hon. members. No member
will say that T have ever denied him ac-
cess to a file, or other information when
he has asked for it. Many charges were
made during the debate on the no-confi-
dence motion, and I should like before re-
plying to them to say & few words in
regard to what the leader of the Opposi-
tion stated in eonneetion with the change
of my opinion of the present Premier. I
wish to say right here that I &id oppose
the idea of Mr. Wilson becoming Premier
four and a-half years ago, but I now see
that I was wrong in so doing. I was less
experienced then than I am mow, and I
was inelined to judge him, perhaps, as he
was judged by other people.
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Mr. Holman: Judge him on his face
value.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
would be a very high value indeed, and
I am prepared to do that, There is no
man in Western Australia whe deserves
to enjoy the eonfidence of the people more
than my hon. friend the Premier, I also
want to make some reply to what the
leader of the Opposition had to say in
connection with my attitude on the land
fax. When I came into politics I realised
early in my political career that I had
misjudged the position of affairs from
outside. Very soon 1 realised that we
had a shrinking revenue, a revenue that
was daily becoming less as a result of
Federation. I was chock-full of enthu-
siasm, and the desire to do something. I
saw men out of work, and I saw stagna-
tion on all sides, and, with other members
sitting here, I deeided that something must
be done, and that if we were to have the
opportunity of infusing life into this
great State of ovurs we wounld bave to im-
pose additional taxation, Well, I very
willingly did it, notwithstanding I knew
full well I would have to pay a eonsider-
able sum to the revenue each year, and
notwithstanding the faet that I knew
many of my friends would do so also.
Surely members will admit that I only
did the right thing, and did my duty when
T came down here to Parliament. The
member for Guildford (Mr. Jobnson}
does not always stick fast to his opinions.
A little time ago the member for North
Fremantle (Mr. Bolton) had an eoppor-
tunity of saying something to the member
for Guildford in connection with the very
vexed question of public saleyards. The
member for Guildford believes in nation-
alising all things, he wants to nationalise
all induostries and all means of distribu-
tion. There are private saleyards at Mid-
land Junction, and T proposed to ereet
public saleyards at North Fremantle—as
a matter of fact they are now in existenee
—because I believed that all producers
should have an equal opportunity of sell-
ing; but the member for Guildford evi-
dently does not mow believe in nationali-
sing all means of redistribution, or that
nationalising the saleyards means assisi-
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ance to agrieulturists. It would be rather
inieresting to know from the hon. member
what he will say by way of explanation,
as to why he opposed the State saleyards
at North Fremantle, in order that he
wight snpport privately owned saleyards
at Midland Junetion. I would like {0 say
jost a word or iwo in connection with the
darge made by the member for Albany
(Mr. Price} as to an advertisement which
appeared in the Sunday Times. The
hon. member inferred there was some cou-
nection between ibe giving of this adver-
tisement and the Dunkley case. I want
to assure the House, and the hon. member
will believe me, when I say there was no
connection between the giving of this ad-
vertisement -and the Dunkley ease,

Mr. O’'Loghlen: He said it was a re-
markable eoincidenece.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, he
said a little more than that. The adver-
tisement was approved by me on the 7th
September and the cost was to be £20,
subject to the approval of the Trea-
surer who controls the advertising vote;
and the expenditure was approvéd
by the Treasurer on the 10th September
and the ingertion was aulhorised for the
11th Septemhber. The advertisement ae-
tually appeared on Sunday the 25th Sep-
tember, but the letter referred to by the
member for Albany in connection with
the Dunkley case was dated the 19th
September. 1 mention these dates be-
cause, as hon, members will see quite
plainly, they have no. connection with the
advertisement. That advertisement was
given because the Sunday Times—and
the hon. member for Albany know some-
thing abont newspaper work, and knows
it is eustomary—were issning a speeial
agrienltural number dealing with the
Geraldton district, and it is the eustom
of the department, when a newspaper
hecomes enterprising and spends money
in advertising the resources of the State,
to make use of ihe eopportunity to in-
sert an advertisement. We regard the
Sunday Times as an excellent advertis-
ing medinm. If is widely read and we be-
lieve that it is our duty to let the people
of this State know just what we have to
offer them, just as hon. members will
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agree that the peuvple of the old world
should be informed of the advantages
that Western Australia bolds out to im-
migrants.

AMr., Gill: 1t advertises a lot e than
lanil, ’

The MINESTER FOR LANDR: There
is no reason why it <hould not, OF rotirse
there is a geod deal more (han agrienl-
tural life to offer to the people in West-
ern Australia. I think it will be veadily
seen there was ahsolutely no connection
between ihis advertisement and the
Dunkley case, to which I will refer a
little Iater.

Mr. Holman: When did thai special
correspondent reiurn from Geralilion !

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
have not {he dates. he is not on my stall.
Something was said about the Heisleck
case. On {he 30th June last Mr. Osbhorn
was granted loeativns 14,500 and 14504
af (GGeetarning, one under residence com-
ditious and the other under non-resi-
dence conditions. On the 3rd July he
informed the department that he was
not satisfied with the land, This is usaal;
we llave no desire to keep people on land
they are not satisfied with; our desire is
to make them contented and prosperous
farmers. DMMr. Osbhorn said he was not
satisfied with the land and requested a
transfer of his money to Nunajin; he was
unsueceessfol at Nunajin: but before his
application was decided hy the land
board he applied for land at Kumminin
under Seections 55 and 36 conditions, pay-
ing the neecessary deposits; that is to say,
paying the deposiis a seeond time. 7his
land board granted him location 15888
{applied for under non-residence} condi-
tionally on his accepting it under the
residence clause. The application was
dealt with as an amendment of the bloek
at Geetarning,  Geetarning location
14500 was approved to Reisbeck on the
same date as the board allotted location
15888 to Mr. Oshorn. Mr. Molloy's ap-
peal was received by the department on
the 24th September, Mr. Reisbeck, who
has since been granted the Geetarning
land granted to Mr. Osborn, on hearing
that Mr. Osborn had relinquished it, ap-
proached the depariment and asked that
he be granted it without delay. This
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was done. It was wrong I admit, and
when his approval came before me I had
it withheld, and the land was thrown
open again for selection. Since then it
_has been applied for by Mr. Reisheck,
and as he was the ouly applicant it was
granted to him.

Mr. Johnson: Why was his original
application at Narrogin refused?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not know that it was.

Mr. Johnson: Do yon know anything
ahout that wire that went down saying
“‘Resevrves for Mr. Oshorn;?’ is thak not
«on the file?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
may be on the file. Hon. members ean
have the file. There is a good deal more
on it than I ¢an read to the House. How-
ever, there was nothing that was not ab-
solutely fair in the transaction, and Mr.
Reisbeck has the land. I do not know
what the hon. member means when he
says the land was held up for Mr. Os-
bhorn, It was granted to Mr. Osborn
and he relinquished it.

Mr. Johnson: 1t is not a question of
-eranting, it is a guestion of why Reis-
beck did not get land at Narrogin when
he applied at Narrogin and put up the
money.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He did
get it. When Mr. Osborn withdrew,
Reidbeck got it, and he has it to-day; he
is the owner of this block at Geetarning
to-day. At any rate it seems to me,
while the department made a mistake in
granting the land without advertising
that it was open, it was only a mistake,
and that mistake was rectified by the
withdrawal of the approval notice and
advertising the land again as opeu to the
public. T do not know what more hon.
members would have me do in the case.
The land in the ordinary course should
have been advertised, and if it had been
advertised T take it Mr, Reisbeck would
have been the owner without the bother
to which he has been put. I may say in
this connection the officer responsible has
heen dealt with as officers should be dealt
with who make mistakes of that sort.
Now, the hon. member for Guildford had
somethine to say in regard to a bloek of
land that was granted to a lad named
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MeCorry, who proved to be under 16
years of age. It is perfectly true an ap-
plication was lodged on the 5th March,
1910, and the department were advised

by Messrs. Stacy and Williams
that the lad was under  age.
MeCorry  was  immediately  com-

municated with and the father sup-
phlied a declaration that he was under 16
vears of age. The matter was sent to the
Solicitor General at once and the land
will be forfeited and thrown cpen again
for selection,

Mr. Johnson: Why al! this delay?
Why was it not dune months ago?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Be-
canse the Solicitor General advises that
MeCorry must be written to and asked
to relinquish his holding, The delay from
the 16th August eannot do much harm,
the land will be made available to the
public by advertising in a few days from
now. Of eourse this case is one the de-
partment ean hardily guard against. This
iad represented bimself as over the age,
and the stalement was accepted in all
good faith, and the land was granted by
the department, but as soon as our atten-
tion was called to it we set to work to
rectify the error. Something has been
said with regard to obtaining deposits on
the first year’s rent on application. The
member for Guildford has contended, I
think—I am not quite sure—that we
should not charge any rent for the first
two or three years with eonditional pur-
chase holders.

Mr. Troy: Hear, hear!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am

quite sure that if the member
for Guildford were Minister he
would agree to  deposit money
being made under certain eirecum-

stances. It often happens that the would-
be selector has his money in the Savings
Bank and has not it with him at the mo-
ment, and on two or three occasions the
department have accepted small deposits
on applieations, and the transaction has
been completed of course before the ap-
proval notice has been sent out. It was
only done to help the intending selector.
Tntil the last few months if we refnsed
to do all possible to indnee a man to go
on the land we would have been cen-
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sured. This custom bas probably ob-
tained for years; at any rate until the
rush for land had become acute, as it
has become acute in the last 12 months,
there was nothing ever said against the
system, and I liope that hon. members
will not objeet to the department assist-
ing some deserving settler wha wishes to
put in an application thongh he has not
for the moment the money in his pocket,

Mr. Bolton: No, but treat them all
alike.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
do. Diseussion snel as we have had may
do some good, and probably will, but on
the other hand it may do some harm and
eanse a little ineconvenience to men per-
haps who honestly desire to put in ap-
plications. If may cause the officers of
the department to be a little less fexible
than otherwise they would be, and of
gourse that will refleet in inconvenience to
the men of small means.

AMr. Bolton: Flexible is a good word.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
you find it in the dietionary.

Mr. Bolton: And in the Lands Depart-
ment also.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
T think you will find it wherever you find
brains, Something was alse said by the
member for Guildford in connection with
the Booth, Webster, and Rose Brothers’
case. These selectors when they landed
at Albany were introduced to Surveyor
Ridley. T want to make it quite clear
that Mr. Ridley is a coniract surveyor
and absolutely free to do what he pleases
50 long as he earries out a snfficient num-
ber of surveys. As long as he sends in
a certain number of blocks no inquiry is
made as to any time he mayv take off. He
may go timber hewing, or he may go
farming, or anything else at all, but it
did appeal to me that he should have
helped these people, and quite apart from
his capacity as a sarveyor he took them
in hand and placed them on the land.
They were, apparently, quite satisfied; if
they had not been satisfied there was land
which they could have obtained elsewhere.

Mr. O'Loghlen: They took the adviee
of this man and fell in.

(ASSEMBLY.]

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
have not fallen in as a result of the ae-
tion of the department. They say that
they were misled by Mr. Ridley, and, of
coutse, it is always easy to blame the-
other man. These settlers attach all the
blame to Mr. Ridley. Mr. Ridley ap-
pears o have gone iv a good deal of
trouble to enable them to settle on land
to the west of Mount Barker.

Mr. O’Loghlen: And as a result of his
advice thev arve just about roined.

Me. Heitmann: They might have taken
vther people’s advice and still be ruined.

My, Price: Have you received another
reporl from Mr. Ridley?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Ridley states that he discussed the gues-
tion of selection very fully with these
people, and, 1 believe, he explained to
them that they could get wheat land if
they eared to go farther east. They said
they wanted to settle on the land to the
west of Mount Barker, and he took them
around and showed them the land. In-
spector Uhde of the Agrienltural Bank
inspected the land in connection with fhe
application made, and stated that the land
was second elass, free from poison, fair
grazing country, and contained some
swampy patehes suiiable for potato grow-
ing. Hon. members know that swampy
land is very suitable for potato growing.
The member for Albauy knows that some
of the best potato land in the State is in
the Albany distriet.

Mr. Price: Not where Webster was.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
said it is to be found in the Albany dis-
triet. The hon. member also knows that
the Mount Barker district is famons for
its apples.

Mr. Troy: Hear, hear,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Y
hope the member for Mount Magnet will
not be disappointed when T tell him that
we have some very good apple country
in Western Australia. Patches of land
snitable for fruit growing were selected
by Booth and party. This land is of ex-
cellent quality. and if they had persevered
to the end they would have come out sue-
cessful settlers. I am prepared to admit
that they were nnecomfortably placed. par-
tienlarly during the winter months, with
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'the bad roads and other inconveniences,
bnt new-comers must suffer in the early
stages of settlement in the State. The
Surveyor General inspected this land, and
he states that although it is not of the best
gquality, he thought that it was adapted
for gardening and fruit growing, and
would probably carry sheep. The settlers
-also complained that Mr. Ridley sold
them a wagon aud other things. I do not
know that that has anything to do with
the department; the wagon did not be-
long to the department. At any rate it
-was said that the department was held not
to be blameless becanse Mr. Ridley sold
these people some part of his sorveyor’s
ontfit, They also complained that Mr.
Ridley made a charge for showing them
aronnd. I do not think it is desirable
that contraect snrveyors shounld make a
charge for showing people around the
country; but it most be borne in mind
that while Mr. Ridley was away he was
not earning any money as @ surveyor and
as he only charged them £5 for his ser-
vices and sopplied food for two days
I do uot think that that conld be said to
be exeessive.  After the inspection by
Mr. Uhde, the Agrieultural Bank were
prepared to make some advance against
the land. I mention this becanse hon.
members know how fearful the trustees
of the bank are in regard to making ad-
vanees on poor land, and it will be real-
ised that the bank would not have agreed
to advance £225 if the land had not been
considered good, It is true that land in-
spector Moore was instructed to inquire
fully into the ecase, and it is gunite true
that he reported adversely.

Mr. Price: Moore reported adversely
and condemned the whole thing.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : He
was noi very cheerful about it. I must
be remembered that as against this offi-
cer’s report there are the reports of the
Agricultural Bank inspector, the Surveyor
General and Surveyor Ridley.

Mr. Price: Did not the Surveyor Gen-
«ral say that there was no first class land
there, and very little second class land.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
Surveyor General said that although it
was not of the best quality it was adapted

"was put down at Ss. 6d. per acre.
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for gardening and f{ruit growing, and
would probably carry sheep. Burveyor
Moore said that the land was of an in-
ferior class, and that the quality for fruit
growing was very doubtfnl. There might
be, he added, some small patehes of suit-
able land, but experienced orchardists re-
ported unfavourably upon them. We
have not the names of those experienced
orchardists.

My, Price: I will give you the names.
They are Mitchell and Sounness, and
they condemned it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Sounness onghl to know, he is an expe-
rienced orchardist and grows apples
there. TInspeetor Moore said that there
was paper bark and swampy land there,
but the land in the distriet was partien-
larly valuable for potato growing in the
summer months; and the value of the Jand
Hon.
members know that we sell third-class land
as low as 3s. 9d., so this could not be so0
bad, when it was valued at 8s. 6d,

My. Price: Did he value the lot at Ss.
6d. per acre?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
These settlers told lnspector Moore that
notwithstanding that the roads were bad
and ringbarking and clearing expensive
they decided to take Mr. Ridley’s advice.
They say that they did not like the land,
and I do not knew why they decided to
take that advice, seeing that there was so
much land available there. Later, they
say that they accepted the advice of Mr.
Mitchell and Mr. Sounness, who reported
against the land.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Yon just told us that
you had no names,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
not eome to the names on my notes, but
it was the selectors who referred to them.
In connection with these people the de-
partment will refund them the money
which they paid, as we do in ofber cases
where people have suffered a disappoini-
ment. Something was said by the mem-
ber for Guildford in connection with the
flora and fauna reserve. 1 want to say
that was altogether without justifieation;
in faet, if the hon. member had taken che
trouble to inguire into the matter he
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would have applanded me for my action
in this connection. When I took charge
of the Lands Department, which includes
the Iorestry Departmeni, some months
ago, it seemed to me that we had not ve-
served a suflicient area of jarrah to mect
the requirements of the GGovernment. |
sent to the departments interested and
asked them to acquaint me of the area
that they wonld need to have reserved to
meet their requiremenis for all time, wilh
the result that we have now set apart a
total of 750,000 acres, including 117,000
of flora and fanna. Not only have I not
allowed one aere of this 117,000 to go,
but I have added to it, until to-day the
area is 750,000 acres. The 117,000 acres
of flora and fauna will always be a tiw-
ber reserve, but I wish to cut out 1he
good patehes of land, because I believe
these patches of Jand in our timber areas
should be surveyed and sold to the timber
workers, and if the men ean be induced
to become settlers they will be a valuable
asset to the State. At any rate they will
be on the spot, and will be able to deal
with the matured timber under striet
supervision. and. after all, it will be bet-
ter to have experienced men living in the
jarrah forests. The history of this flora
and fauna reserve provides rather interest-
ing reading. The member for Guildford
miglt remember something aboui the
dealing with this reserve because he must
have been conversant with what happened
in the past. At any rate the member for
Forrest knows that when Sir Newton
Moore cut off 24,000 acres and had it
thrown open for public competition, a
board alloited an area to the Timber
Workers” Co-operative Union.  This
body is now erecting a mill, and they pro-
pose to make use of this reserve at an
early date. The idea of Sir Newton
Aoore was to provide traffic for the Mar-
rinup railway. Twenty thousand aecres
were thrown open during the time the
Labour Government were in power, or at
least were allowed to be leased by Messrs.
Whittaker Bros. 1 do not know that I
need 2o into the details of the case, hat
it does seem strange that the member for
Guildferd should attack me in eonneetion
with our timber reserves, seeinz that the
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Government with which he was associated
let Messrs, Whittaker Bros. have an area
of 20,000 acres out of the flora and fanna
reserve without the usual formalities.

Mr. Troy: It would be interesting to-
have the explanation of the present Min-
ister for Works.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
has been the custom to allow timber mills
to cut logs on these reserves. In 1903
Messrs. Whiitaker Bros. were granted a
comnnission o ent logs under royalty,
Provision was then given to mill logs
already felied. In April, 1903, the Gov-
ernment decided to again allow the eut-
ting of milling logs,

Mr. Foulkes: Whe was the Premier
at that time?

The MINISTER FOR LAXDS: Sir
Walter James, They were allowed to cit
with the permission of the Minister. In
July, 1903, the cutting was absolutely
stopped, and in August, 1904, Messrs,
Whittaker Bros. moved again for per-
mission, and Mr. Drew approved of the
cufting of milling logs. I think hon.
members will agree it is rather strange
that the member for Guildford, who
was a member of the Labour Admini-
stration during the whole of its life,
slonld have attacked me in connection
with the timber forest areas, seeing that
I have not taken one acre away from
them, but, on the other hand, have added
over 600,000 acres. Probably the hon.
member did not know that when he made
the attack, If thal is o I am certain he
will be menerous enough to admit frankly
that T have done nothing to justify him
in saying it is unsafe te entrust me with
the control of the timber forests.

Myr. Fohnson: You did not give a very
satisfactory reply as to your intentions
with regard to the new mill Millars’ have
pui up.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1
did not give any reply.

Mr. Johnson: But I fold you about ii.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not remember. Awnyhow, it has nothing
to do with me. What does the hon. memn-
ber suppose it wonld have to do with me
what new mills Millars’ had put up? The
fact remains that the Government with
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which he was connected reduced the area,
whereas 1 have increased the area, and I
intend to protect the jarrah forests.

Mr. Jobnson: T would do the same
thing again to-morrow.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
certain of that, but I am also certain that
so far as I am coneerned the needs of the
State shall come first. We are building
raitways all over the place and will need
timber for sleepers. not only for new
sleepers but for renewals. In addition to
reserving this enormons aren to meet
our own requirements I have stopped
altogether free selection in the jarrah

forests and the timber areas. I found
that under free selections before
survey blocks were somefimes alien-
ated which econtained - good timber.
The applicant, of course, set out on
the plan the block he wanted, and a

forest ranger was instructed to go to that
bloek, which might be a couple of miles
from the nearest survey peg, and make
an inspection and report. It often hap-
pened that he did not reach the land ap-
plied for, but mistook his distanece and
inspected land which did net confain
timber, whereas if he had inspected the
block acteally applied for he would have
found timber on it, and would bave real-
ised that it was his duty to refuse the ap-
plication. Under this system applicants
sometimes got land that cught not to have
been sold. We believe that 4he jarrah
forests should be reserved from sale.
Once a jarrah forest always a jarrah
forest, is the idea of the department. Not
only are we reserving large areas, but we
are takiog care that all the jarrah coun-
try the State possesses shall remain in
the possession of the State, and shall be
used for the purpose nature intended it
for.

Mr. Jacoby: Does that ineclude sunb-
urban areas in the hills?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not know that there is any available for-
est 1and very pear to Perth, but if so it
will be reserved, unless it becomes neess-
sary to sell some of it in order to pro-
vide for people who desire to have their
homes close to the City. Whilst on the
subject of timber I would like to say that

1515

the pine plantation at Hamel has been
most satisfactory, notwithstanding any-
thing stated to the contrary. We are
planting on a fairly large seale at Lud-
low, and I bave ordered an inspection of
land near Albany for the purpose of es-
tablishing a pine plantation in that dis-
triet, the idea being to supply timber for
ihe fruit cases required in the south. I
am hopeful that some timberless land will
be found suitable for the purpose. 'The
inspection will be made in the course of
the next few days.

Mr. O'Loghlen:
inspeetion?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Macfarlane, the officer in charge of our
forests. The member for Albany re-
ferred to the case of G. A. Dunkley and
Stirling Lot 3. Mr, Dunkley was
granted lot 73 in April, 1009, by mistake.
He expressed his willingnuess to accept
lots 208 and 209 in Lien of lot 73. Those
lots were thereupon reserved, but after
consideration it was decided to make them
available for selection by those who al-
ready held land in the estate, and the
hoard dealing with the applications sel-
ected that of Dunkley.

Mr. Price: But Dunkley did not hold
land in the estate.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
explain that. Mr. Krygger was granted
lot 209, It is quite true that Mr. Dunk-
ley did pot hold land in the estate, but
the mistake had@ oceurred in the first
place by reason of the fact that G, Dunk-
ley did hold land in the estate. There are
two Dunkleys, one being George, and the
other George Arthur, and the mistake
arose in supposing that the Mr. Dunkley
who apyplied was the owner of land in the
Stirling Estate.

Myr. Heitmann: But in regard to lots
208 and 209; did they not say they would
give them to Dunkley by way of rectify-
ing the original mistake?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
that was in April, 1909, and in endea-
vouring to rectify the mistake they landed
themselves in this trouble,

Mr. Price: Can you explain why lots
208 and 209 were thrown open for publie

Who is making the
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-competition, seeing that it was intended
Dunkley should get them?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
were thrown open because it was thought
Mr. Dunkley was a resident.

Mr. Price: But Mr. Dunkley had
already been promised these lots in lien
of lot 73. ’

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No;
he expressed bis willingness to accept
them, but he had to go to the board for
them.

Mr. Price: Suppose he had not got
them,

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Well,
I am afraid under the Land Act he would
have bad no redress. To save outside ap-
plicants unnecessary tronble the office de-
cided to throw open these two lots to
people already having land on the estate.

Mr. Heitmann: But was it not unfair
to bring people to Perth for this com-
petition when the lots had been promised
to Dunkley?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Mr.
Krygger got one and Mr. Dunkley the
other. Had we not thrown them open
Mr. Dunkley would have got both, but as
it happened Mr. Dunkley got lot 208 and
Mr. Krygger lot 209. The mistake will
still have to be considered, and it is ques-
tionable whether it will not be found
necessary to throw the land open again,

Mr, Price: I have no objection to
allowing those on the estate to have more
land. The objection is to putting up the
blocks when they had been promised to
one man.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: But
Mr. Krygger got one of them. It is true
some of the holdings down there are too
small, and it is also true that the depart-
ment made a mistake in eonnection with
Tot 73, and it was necessary, therefore,
that the department should do all it pos-
sibly could to rectify that mistake. Hon.
members will not object to that, surely.

Mr. Jacohy: Was it legal to restrict
competition to those already on the es-
tate?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
it is perfeetly legal where it is desired to
restriet the applications to peaple on the
estate. Tt was quite legal to throw these
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small bloecks open to the people living
there. Hon. members will see that with
two names so nearly alike it was very easy
to make this mistake. Tt was because of
this the mistake occurred.

Mr. Heitmann: Bot you must have
known.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No;
I did not see the applications.

Mr, Heitmann : But the applicants
have to make a statement as to whether
or not they hold land on the estate.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes;
in this case the applicant had to state
that he held land.

Mr. Heitmann: But he eould not have
stated that.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
ought not to have done so, but I suppose
he thonght the faet of his having had
lot 73 granted to bim, though in mistake,
would serve to bring him within the
Nimitation set upon lots 208 and 209.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I had
just explained the transactions in connee-
tion with the Dunkley case, to -which the
leader of the Opposition referred ihis
afterncon. He would have this House
and the country believe that this is a
deadly serious case and that an error in
the Lands Department justified him in
hurling his charges at me. I dare say
that to his suspieious mind this is a very
serious case but it is simply an error, as
1 have endeavoured to show, and not one
which justifies the attack made by the
hon. member. The hon. member says
that he has his pockets full of complaints.
Let me say that I too get letters and
sometimes they are written about the hon.
nember opposite. If he wants cases of
this kind T will always be pleased to
supply them. Some of them date back
five years. Of course there are ealways
complaints, but probably there was never
so little trouble of this kind as there is
now, notwithstanding that there is so
much more work doing. I think the hon.
member did quite right in coming to the
House this afterncon and telling the
counftry that he had no intention in his
speech on the no-confidence motion in
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charging me with corruption. The mem-
ber for Albany will admit I am sure
that there is no reason at all to conneet
the letter sent by the Nunday Times to
Dunkley with the advertizement which
appeared in that paper.

Mr. Collier: Will you not admit thai
the letter of the Sunday 1'imes was extra-
ordinary?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No, I
do not admit that it was extraordinary.

Mr. Collier: Ave they in the habit of
offering to make deals with the depart-
ment?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
made no deal with the department.

My. Secaddan: They said, “We have
arranged with the depariment.”

Mr. Troy: You know that the Sunday
Times runs your office.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T had
tothing te do with the Sunday Times in
connection with this case.

My, Collier: Well, some of your offi-
cors did. They wrote and said that the
department was agreeable.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
cannot help what they said.

Mr. Price: Did not the department
give them a plan with certain marks upon
it and suggest that they shounld apply for
that land?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Cer-
tainly not to my knowledge; this is the
first I have heard of it. I am told that
the Sunday Times had nothing at all to
do with the case.

Mr. Price: Then the original letter
sent by the Sunday Times is altogether
untroe.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tt
has nothing at all to do with the depart-
ment.

Mr. Collier: They allege that it has.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I say
that it has not.

Mr. Troy: Then you are giving the
Sunday Times the lie direct.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not mind again pointing out that this ad-
vertisement was approved by me on the
7th of the month, the letter was written
on the 19th and the advertisement, al-
though appearing in the Sunday Times on
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the 25th, was actually in the hands of the
Sunday Times on the 11th.

My, Price: The Sunday Times says,
‘We suggest something with the approval
of the department”; is that right or

wrong?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Wrony,

Mr. Jacoby: If it was true, there wonld
be nothing very wrong.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Of
course not. Several otlier cases have heen
referred to. There is the case of Nielsen
with which the hon. member for Mount
Magnet dealt at some length. Neilsen's
application was dealt with on February
19th and he had six months in which to
take possession. The hon. member knows
quite well that vesidence has to begin
within six months, These six months ex-
pired on the 19th August. Mr. Moor had
heen agitating for the forfeiture of the
Tands in June and naturally was advised
by the department that nothing could be
done until the six months had expired.

Mr. Troy: You cannof tell me anything
about that ease; I know all about 1t

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T am
going to tell what T have here in the
papers. The department eould do nothing
until! six months had expired, notwith-
standing that we knew that Neilsen had
left the Statee We had no guar-
antee that he would not return,
and it would have been ridieculous on
our part to have forfeited the blocks
while he conld still legally take possession,
The blocks were forfeited in September
and thrown open for seleetion on October
11th. The hen. memhber for Mount Mag-
net stated that the department would have
approved of the transfer to Higgie and
Beattie had not Mr. Moor forced the
forfeiture.  Nothing of the sort would
have happened.

Mr. Collier: Have they ever approved
of transfers under those conditions?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
department has lasted for 80 years and
that may have been done.

Mr. Collier: Bat during the last two
years?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not the ecustom to approve of transfers.
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except In special cases, onless the im-
provements have heen done,

Mr. Collier: There must be a good num-
ber of special cases.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: None
80 far as I know.

Mr. Troy: I can tell you of dozens of
them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
department would not have approved of
the transfer from Neilsen to the por-
chasers until the improvements had been
effected.

Mr. Collier: Who has got these blocks
now?®

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Higgie
and Beattie.

Mr. Collier: So they did get them?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not know why they should not. I had
nothing to do with the board; in fact I
do not know who sat on the board to deal
with that application. The hon. member
overlooks the faet that although selectors
holding land under residence conditions
are required to take possession within six
months, they nevertheless have up to two
years before they need satisfy the depart-
ment as o any statutory improvements.
The hon, member for Mount Magnet
draws attention to Seetion 33 of
the Aet +which preseribes that for-
feited lands shall be advertised in
fonr issnes of the Government Gazette
and sold by auwction, but the hon.
member overlooks the provise at the
end of that clause whieh sets forth that
“if the Minister shall so order any for-
feited land shall revest, together with all
improvements thereon, in His Majesty for
his former estate thereon.” In this case
Neilsen’s revestment was so ordered ac-
cording to the usual office procedure, and
therefore it was within my power under
the provisions of the Act to deal with this
as ordinarv Crown land is dealt with,
that is, by making it available for selec-
tion without submitting it to anetion, and
by giving notice in three consecutive num-
bers of the Government Gazette, which
was done in this case. I bave the power
to order the value of the improvements to
be paid with the applications.

Mr, Trov: What seetion of the Aet
gives you that power?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I will
tell the hon, member directly, I have
power to order the amount of the improve-
ments to be paid with the appliecation, Ii
is quite true that the hon, member refer-
red to Section 147 of the Act as amended.
This relates to improvements effected on
Crown lands or purchased lands, and pro-
vides for the value of such improvements
being extended over the full term of the
lease. The pastoral leases resumed eon-
tained improvements, and at the time this
amendment was put forward considerable
improvements were being effected by the
Government on some of the subdivisions
being made in the South-West and the
Eastern distriets, and it was elearly to
deal with such improvements that See-
tion 147 was amended. Seetion 20 of the
Land Act Amendment Aect, 1906, provides
that—

The Governor may for any cause he
may deem sufficient, direet the amount
received by the Crown from an in-
coming lessee or licensee for improve-
ments on the forfeited holding to be
paid to the former lessee or licensee
after deducting any rent or other
moneys due from him to the Crown.

This is the seection the hon, member for
Mount Magnet was asking for. Section
21 of the Act of 1908 gives the Minmister
power to insert snch conditions as may
occur to him as necessary in the publie
interest.

Mr. Troy: It does not give von power
to act confrary to another section of the
Act, '

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
not acting condrary to other sections of
the Aet at all. Where land is improved
by the Crown the Government have power
to extend the payment for improvements
over the full term of the lease. This was
not improved by the Crown; therefore,
I ordered the amount to be put up with
the application, It should not have been
anv great hardship for the applicant to
put up the amount which those other peo-
ple had spent in improving the property.

Mr. Troy: But it is not legal,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T say
that it is legal. Tn any event what right
had Mr. Moor or any other applicant to
expeet that he would get 20 years in which



to pay these men the value of the work
they had done to the land?

Mi. Coilier: He had more right than
Neilsen had to get a transfer.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
may be so. I am sorry that he got his
iransfer, and I am sorry that he is not in
the country now in order that these people
might recover what they paid him. I
believe they paid him £350. There was a
personal ecovenant in this matter which he
knew he could not fulfil when he hoarded
the ship, and so far as I can see he ob-
tained money illegally becanse he knew
that he eould not fulfil the residence con-
ditions and knew that these unfortunate
people who had paid him £350 had very
little chance of getting their money back.

Mr. Collier: But he says that he is
coming back,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Well,
if he does come back I hope that it will
be possible to deal with him. If I can do
anything {0 help to hring him to book
I shall be very pleased indeed to do so.
He must have known he had no intention
of taking up residence within the six
months as the Aet requires. Any man
who does as he did onght to be made to
answer for his misdeeds. He, no doubt,
obtained £350 knowing full well he would
not be back to fulfil one of the most im-
portant conditions of his lease.  There
were many other eases mentioned during
the course of the debate. I do not know
that T need go into them all to-night. I
understand I will have the opportunity 2
answering some more when the Estimates
come along, but there is the case of Lilly
and Springett I wish to mention, be-
canse 1 want members to realise that in
the department we do the best we ean for
the people who seleet land and for the
people who desire to become farmers. In
this case no doubt the land was un-
doubtedly forfeitable, and it was thrown
open. Springett applied for it as a
homestead farm, but Lilly applied for
reinstatement on the ground that the sur-
vey fee was unpaid through inadvertence
during his absence owing to ill heatth, I
think it was a very good excuse. No hon.
member would ask us to treat our selectors
without eonsideration, partienlarly where,
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as in this case, it was a case of ill health.
Springett’s application was refused under
Bection 75, by which every application
for a homestead is required to be made
by statutory declaration, and that had not
been complied with. Lilly was reinstated
on his homestead farm, and I think mem-
bers will agree rightly so. Naturally
Springett was aggrieved, and I suppose
he wrote to hon. members, Hon. members.
will naturally find plenty of complaints.
It is only to be expected that where there
is so much bosiness being done by a de-
partment, and where, as happens now,
we sometimes have a large number of ap-
plications for one block, there will be -
some disappointed people; and if they
can get hon. members to ventilate their
grievances, no doubf they will avail them-
selves of the opportanity. 1 have no ob-
jeetion to hon. members eriticising the
department; I have no objection to these
cases being brought before the House; hut
I do objest to these trivia] mistakes beingz
magnified into matiers of first importance.
I desive that the work of the departme it
ghould go on smoothly and without error,
but is there a man among us who does i #
make mistakes? I ask the leader of the
Opposition if he does not make mistake.?
We know the Chaurman of Committees
never makes mistakes, but I hope for his
own sake the leader of the Opposition
will admit he does sometimes make mis-
takes. Some other cases were referced
to, hut those cases will be desit with vn
the Estimates, They are all as trivial as
those I have mentioned, and all capable
of explanation.

Mr. Underwood: Then, what do yeun
want a Royal Commission for?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Oh,
the Puyal Commission! Why do you not
have it? T believe thai lhon. members
opposite will agree that the depariment
liave done as they would have done had
they heen the officers who dealt with
these particular eases. I would now like
to refer to the work of the department,
since, apart from these eases; charges of
corruption in my administration lave
been brought into the question. In con-
neetion with the timber leases I have
introduced ecommon sense matters that
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will result in protection for our foresis
fur some time, and I have shown interest
in those people wobking in the forests.
My desire is where possible to seitle them
near to their work.

Mr. Hudson: Your intentions are hon-
ourable, but your actions are doubtful.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
very much oblized to the hon member
for that mueh. 1f hon. members will
just bear with me a moment while I men-
tion some things that have been done in
econnection with the Lands Department,
they will see that | have had a pretty
active 15 months. When | went to the
department I tound that the work was
congested, and | appointed three assist-
ants to the under seeretary, men who
would push on the files in the next office
to the under secretary without increas-
ing the staff at all. | sappose there is no
department in ihe State that deals with
S0 many matters as the Lands Depart-
ment.  There are 46,000 leases now ex-
isting, and each lease, of ecnurse, means a
half-yearly payment and creates a good
deal of trvouble from time to {ime. Im-
provemen( eonditions have {0 he en-
foreced, and inspeetions made, and sur-
veys issned, and a great deal of detail
has to bhe done that would not be done
by a person eontrolling an ordinary es-
tate.

Mr. Hudson: You have to go throngh
the alphabet from A (o Z.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It is
not a bad thing 1o do. These assistant
under secretaries have endeavoured to
meet the public and do for them the busi-
ness they want to do. [ have beard it said
repeatedly, and by some members in the
House, that it is a great eonvenience to
the public to know exaetly the men they
are to zo to. These assistant nnder secre-
tarvies, always dealing with the same set
of men, know the business of those who
come to them; they are able fo answer
questions mueh more satisfactorily than
if they had to rely altogether on the files
in the office records.

Mr. Collier: Tt 35 an improvement.

The MINTSTER FOR TANDS: Yes:
H is an improvement. and a very de-
cided one.

|ASSKMBLY.] o

Mr. Foulkes: Buat these under secre-
taries of yours have been absent a great
deal from their work,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
from various eauses,

Mr. Foulkes: They bave been away
half the time.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
any rate there is always someone acting
for them, Of course it is not rhe same
thing, but we cannot help sickness.
There is one away now, and uwnfortu-
nately we lust one of them by death the
other day. T was faced with the position
when [ entered the department that the
aceountancy braneh was mmost unsatis-
factory. When my predecessor took over
contrul of the department he endea-
vouved to have these accounts put into
something like order, and a good deal of
wark was done, bul in my time [ have
had the books balanced for the first ocea-
sion in the history of the department.

Mr, Price: As a maiter of fact was it
nol you that made the first step to bal-
ance the books?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Sir
Newton Moore had an aeecountant ap-
poinied, becanse he recognised there was
considerable room for improvement. It
is perfectly troe that T insisted upon a
halance and took in some men who were
capable of making a balance,

Mr. Price: You had to get outside
men to do if.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
had to get a guod many temporary men.
At any rate we had it done, and had the
accounts put in order for the first time
in the history of the deparvtment.

Mr. Collier: The department has been
reorganised every vear or so for the last
10 vears.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T am
stating the posilion as it is. [t has been
said that my administration has not been
all it ought io have been, and I am show-
ing the House that at any rate we are
doing something to improve it. The ae-
connts have been put in order, and the
work of the department T hope will be
kept up to date and in perfeet orvder in
the future. Tt is of the utmost import-
ance that these books should be perfeet;
hecanse, unless we have perfeet records,
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mistakes are possible, and fraud is pos-
sible, and trouble is more than likely to
arise. The whole work of the depart-
ment really hinges on correct account-
aney.

Mr. Price: Is it not n faet that youw
have left the same officers you appointed
in charge?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Just
now there is no accountant in the office,
but the Public Service Commissioner is
laking steps to fill the position, the other
aceountant having retived from the ser-
vice. We have also done goed work in
the eorrespendence branch. We have en-
deuvonred to get the registrations right,
and the corresponedence in order. The
member for Dundas will know something
about the conveyancing branch. When T
toock over the control of affairs of the
Lands Department the banks were afraid
of the registrations. They thought they
were not safe, that there was a little
cavelessness; and the matter was so un-
satisfaetory to ihem that they asked to
have the registrafion put under the Titles
Office.

My, Hudson: Yon put it under the At-
torney General because vou were incom-
petent to manage it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
banks drew my attention to it and asked
me to put the matter in order, hecanse
they knew I was competent to do it. They
would never have gone to a lawyer. with
all due respeet to the hon. member. At
any rate we gave the people who desired
to rexister mortgares an opportunity of
transferring leases to the department con-
trolled by the Attorney General, but they
have not availed themselves to any great
extent of the opportunity. As a matter
of fact to-day they are registering with
the Tands Department, and for the most
part they are absolutely satisfied that the
registrations are safe. If hon. members
would visit the conveyancing branch they
would find that Mr. Cook, the officer in
charge, is (uite willing to show them whaf
is being done. The banks are willing to
lend money on the registrations registered
in the department, showing that they, at
any rate, are satisfied we are doing good
work in a proper manner.
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Mr. Hudson: In the Titles Office they
will not allow you to put things through
unless they are regular.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
would not do so in the Lands Departmenr.

Mr. Hudson: That is news.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I hope
the hon. member does not put through
irregular documents,

My. Hudson: Certainly I do net, but
T know others who do.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not think yon could get them through if
you tried. The Information Bureau has
been made very useful. Those members
who go there—I have seen the member
for Kanowoa looking out for blocks for
some of his friends, and other members
go there on behalf of their constituents- —
will agree that, although ii is not very
well sitnated, and that the bnilding is not
too good, things are up-to-date and the
bureau is a eredit to the State. I think
its position should be in the main street,
and not where it is. But if hon. members
will cast their minds back to the time
when the member for East Fremantle was
Honorary Minister and doing something
in conneetion with an information bureay,
they will agree with me that the present
burean is a very different proposition.
The aceounts of repurcliased estates have
been referred to during the debate, and
T was censwed for having the ac-
counts balanced. If members will louk
at the annual report supplied by tle
Under Secretary for Lands they will see
that we expect the result to be most satis-
factory in econnection with land purchased
and sold under the Agricultural Lands
Purchase Act. Some ohjection was taken
to the work [ bad done in this conneetion.
I find when the estate acconnts come to e
wound up we will have something like
£50,000 to the good.

Mr. Johnson: When!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If
hon, members get the report of the
Under Secretary for Lands, which has
been laid upon the Table, they will see in
it a statement about these estates,

Mr. Collier: How is Denmark going
on?
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The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
have sold practieally the whole of our
repurchased estates. It is true that Den-
mark is hanging fire a bit; it is the best
estate that we have purchased, but it is
not popular just now.

Mr. O'Loghlen; It vever will be at
tliese prices.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
prices are not high, but we will yet find
purchasers. A day or two ago I was
advised that some potato growers from
Vietoria were coming over to have a look
at the estate.

Mr, O'Loghlen: Help those who are
here now; never mind aboot the Vie-
torians.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T have
helped them hy making their vents as low
as possible over (he early years. I have
provided thal by the amending Aet. T
know down there that early development
is expensive and diffienlt, and of counrse,
unlike wheat land, one does not reach a
large profit quite as early. There will
be some difficulty in getting rid of that
estate hut the day will eome when the
wet lands will be as greaily sought as
wheat lands are sought to-day.

Mr. Holman: Why do not the Agi-
enltural Bank give assistance down there?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
do but not for the whole of the estate.

Mr. Underwood: TWhat are you selling
it at?

Mr, Bolton: Sixty-six guineas; that is
on the file.

The MINILSTER FOR LANDS: The
snrvey has only just been completed and
the prices were fised only yesterday. I
will let hon. members have the mplans
showing the prices as soon as they are
published. Hon. members will find, when
this estate is placed on the market and the
plans prepared, that the prices are very
reasonable indeed. On the Anpaundale
estate farmers will be able to make a
living straight away, and I am hopeful
that we will get a number of settlers on
to the working wmew’s blocks, I think I
bave shown that I have taken some steps
to re-organise and bring the work up to
date. As to the Survey Department, I
find that there were about 7.000 leases
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which had never been issued; some of
them of course are pastoral leases, but
the majority of them are leases which
should bave beeu issued, but were allowed
to accumulate for many years. I insisted
that all the leases that eould be issued
should be issued right away and that
has been done. The work of survey
before selection was undertaken more
actively in my time ihan ever be-
tore. The system has been in prachtice
for many years in Western Australia,
almust for the last 20 years, bat there
was never any life in it. A sub-division
of the Alma estate near Northampton
g fire for about seven years and the
last bloek was sold only 12 months ago.
The position to-day is echanged because
the information which we supply is ecom-
plete. This work of survey before selee-
tion is no light work. When [ entered
the Lands Department 1 found that there
were 40 surveyors there; now the nwun-
ber has heen doubled. 1 had to engage a
number of unlicensed men and put them
on with the licensed surveyors, and in
the last 15 months we have surveyed
over three million acres, which is easily
a record for Western Australia. Under
this system of survey before selection we
put hefore the publie a perfeet plan of
the land which we desire to sell them,
and it 1s prohably due to the fact that
we have been supplying this information
that the demand for land has set up in
the manner that we know of. We have
Lhad some little trouble lately with the
people who are so desirous of going on
the land, because there have been so
many applications for the same block.
It was only natural to expeet trouble of
that kind to arise, and notwithstanding
the faet that we have been able o
greatly inerease the surveys we have not
been able to meet the demand. TUnder
survey beforc selection we are able to
provide water supplies and to eclear
roads, whieh is a considerable help to the
selectors. That also provides consider-
ahle work for the department to under-
take. During the past 12 wmonths we
have surveved 377 miles of roads in the
various districts of the Siate. With the
enormous work which is passing through
our hands there must be trouble, and this
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irouble we recognised eould best be mini-
mised by the appoiniment of district sur-
veyors. The country, as members know,
ig patehy, it is not all good. I have ap-
pointed district surveyors to the charge
of various divisions of the State and
.draftsmen in futore will accompany these
distriet surveyors to the variouns centres,
while the whole work in conpeetion with
the preparation of blocks will be done at
the distriet offices. This should expedite
matters and give satisfaction in the var-
ivus distriets. I have had a letter from
one local authority congratnlating me up-
on the change, because it was realised that
it wonld mean to the people a considerable.
saving of time. When I tell hon. members
that the sarveys for the 12 months ended
-30th June last totalled 2,664,000 acres, as
against 1.779,000 acres in the previous
vear, which was a record for Western
Australia, the nature of the work done
by the department will be realised. Al-
though there has been this increase of
885,000 acres, members will believe that
this ecould be done only at a eonsiderable
cust, yet it will be found that Lhe cosk
to the country bas only been £947 moure
.than it was in the previgus year.

Mr. Underwood: I do not know what
we would do without you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
.¢ould do very well without the hon, mew-
ber., The area surveyed in 1908-9 was
865,000 acres greater than that of the
previous financial year and up to 1909-
10 it had increased by 885,000 acves.
T can elaim that my administration has
been satisfactory, at any rate from a
financial point of view, becanse there
have been surveyed in the last 12 montiws
885,000 acres in excess of the total of the
previous year withont any great addi-
tional cost to the eountry. I would like
to peint ont that the area surveyed con-
stitutes almbst a reeord for Australio.
According to the figures which have
been prepared for me, New Soufh
Wales in 1886 surveyed 4,700,000 acres,
and the surveved area last year in West-
ern  Australia ceomes npext. Qur ex-
penses have not been materially in-
ereased, notwithstanding the enovrmous
additional amount of work done, our
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revenue has of course been continually
on the increase. Our total revenue last
year was £331,005 as against £292,750 in
the previous year. The land selections
during ihe first nine months of this year
total, under C.P. econditions, 1,287,000
acres, as against 580,000 acres in 1909.
Hon. members will agree that that is a
very respectable inerease of conditional
purchase lands selected; nothing more
eould have heen expected, indeed I doubt
whether hon. members eould have fore-
told that we would have had the rush
fur land which we have experienced. The
great thing in conneetion with these ap-
plications is thal most of them are eom-
ing from people within the State, largely
goldfields people whao have been attracted
by the plans sobmitted to then.
This increase in the settlement of
local people is, I think, entively due to
the improved methods of offering land
to the puoblic. [ would like te point out
to hon. members, especially to those who
apparently imagine nothing is being done
to improve the lands which have been
sold, that in 1905 we had 2,129,000 acres
of land cleared, or partially cleared, and
that to-day the fotal is something over
5 willion aecres. In the last five years we
have improved land far in excess of the
total area improved in the previous 73
vears. The statement has been made that
the land now being sold is not being ire-
proved. Let e say that five years ago
there were 327,000 acres under erop, .as
againsl vver 900,000 acres to-day. Al-
together one van say that the work of
improving is proceeding at a paee that
was never knownu before, and it is to
some extent due to the fact that the in-
speetors bave heen doing their work, and
largely also {o the faet that the Agri-
cultnral Bank bas been lending money
liherally. Just now there are 2,300
inspections ovdered to be made by
the various land inspectors. T have
endeavonred to show that the ad-
ministration of the department in my
time has not been what hon. members
seem to think, The leader of the Oppo-
sition has been good enough to say there
is nothing in this charge of eorruption;
but he has also said the administration is
not all it onght fo he. At any rate I
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have endeavoured to make it clear that
all that could reasonably be expected of
me has been done during the past 15
months. The position, of course, in 1e-
gard to the broad acres of Western Aus-
tralia is totally different from that of
four or five years ago, when men had no
faith in our lands, and all eroaked about
the future of the State or, at least, many
of them did. To-day people bave a hetter
knowledge of the eountry, and a greater
faith in it, with the result that the entire
sitnation is changed. Four or five years
ago no one took any interest in the lands
or in the Lands Department: the thing
was allowed to wander on muech as it
pleased. Thke position, happily, is alto-
gother different to-day. Probably every
member of the House has land, or de-
gires to get it, and so it is with the gen-
eral publie. It is difficult to find a man
who has no land and does not desire any.

Mr. Scaddan: Some of them do not
hold it long if they have a chance to get
ont.

The MINISTER FOR LANIS: At
all events they do not take it away with
them.

Mr. Seaddan: However, it serves lo
show that there iz a good deal of specu-
lation going on.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: [ do
not knew that. At any rate I early real-
ised that this country could only be made
by the aid of the poor man, and I set
about the work of making it possible
for a man without means to become a
possessor of land. I remember promis-
ing in an early statement that I would
endeavour to do this. The work has been
done, the improvement made. And it is
a great humprovement. because, notwith-
standing that for some litile time we have
not had any sensational gold discoveries,
the State has become buoyaat, the people
prosperous, work plentiful, and wages
good—all because of this development in
agriculture. And this development has
taken place largely because by my admin-
instration I have made it possible for the
poor man to take up land and work it.
When I took charge of the Agriealturai
Department as Honorary Minister—and
I may remind members that I was Hon-
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orary Minister of that department lur
three vears—I] found rthat the Agricul-
turai Bank was not as fully alive as il is
to-day; as a matter of faet, during the
vear preceding my administration lie
member for Brown Hill. who was for a
short time in charge of the Lands De-
partment, lent through the Bank the mag-
pificent sum of €30.000. Last vear we
lent £252,000,

Mr. Boliow:
for six weeks,

Mr. Holmau:
for last year?

The MINISTER ¥OR LAXNDS: [
-said we lent £232,000. And during the
past few months [ have set agaiost the
blocks sold the sum of £463,0600; that is
to say, before the land is applied for the-
.hank has fixed the amount to be loaned,
under the system I introduced.

Mr. Holman: Then, according to your
figrures, the average of the member for
Brown Hill for six weeks is much higher
than yours.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: He
did not do it in six weeks; it took him 12
months.

Mr. Price: It does not follow that be--
canse you bave set that value against the
blocks the whole money will be loaned.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
suceessful applicants have “the right to
get it from the bank. Against land I
have recently sold the sum of £463,000
has been set by way of available loans.

Mr. Bolton:; But Mr. Bath lent; he
did uot merely promise to lend.

Mr, Gill: The suceessful applicants can
only get the money on conditions laid
down by the bank.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:
Naturally; the mouey cannot be loaned
without seeurity, When a man pays £12
10s. for a thousand acre bloek, he can set
his axe in meotion. and if *he does the
work satisfactorily he ean draw agaiust
the block up to the value specified.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Very few draw the
full amount,

The MINISTER FFOR LANDS: That
ix s0; but the hon, member’s interjection
serves to remind me that the amount set
against these blocks is not the limit ihe

Mr. Bath was in charge

How mueh did you say
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bank will go to. As a matter of fact,
the £400 is about one-half of what may be
drawn against most of the blocks if the
work done is satisfactory; so it will be
seen that it really paves the way for an
.advance of £600 or £700.

Mr. Scaddan: You do not grant that
amount on them.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: We
sre willing to do so.
Me. O’Loghlen:

for,

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: At
any rate we offer if. Moreover, I wonld
repeat that this is done for the man with
small means. The setting aside of this
money against the blocks is done in order
that the man with limited ecapital may
hecome a farmer. Under the old free
selection system a man had to wait for
his survey, and then for a bank inspec-
tion, which often took months.

Mr. Foulkes: To-day he has to wait
for the land. ’

The MINISTER TOR LANDS:
Whilst it oftem tock him 12 months lo
et his land. Again, in those days le
had to go out in the bush and find the
spot he required, whereas to-day it is
looked out for him.

‘Mr. Holman: Notwithstanding which
he cannot get it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: They
got more than twice as mueh this year
as they were getting four or five years
ago; therefore, it is not right to say
they do not get it. There is more life in
the whole business tu-day when every-
hody wants land. Of cowrse they eannot
get it all at onee; at any rate ¥ would he
sorry if I had many more blocks than ap-
plicants. It is frue we have large traets
of land iu the Sounth-West where we could
setfle people to-morrew, and probably
they would be well advised to ro there.

Mr. Holman: You sent some there and
have had to give them Government hillets
since to save them from starving.

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: At
any rate, there are people down there
who do not want any Government billets.
I have nothing to say against the South-
West: it is a magnificent country, and if
it were anywhere else it wonld bring

But it is not applied
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pounds instead of the shillings we ask for
it here,

Mr. O'Loghlen: I
man’s heart.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
know a few stont hearts down there un-
broken. It is a struggle, I admit,

Mr. Holman: You arve struggling
yourself now.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If
you will listen for a moment I will en-
deavour tv tell you the reason why there
has been this enormous increase in agri-
eultural development. When I ook over
the control of the Agricultural Bank it
advanced up to 75 per cent. of the value
of the work done, and it wag the want
of that other 25 per eeut. which made it
impossible for the people fo become far-
mers in  Western Awvstralia. 1 early
realised that, and very soon indueed
Cabinet to amend the Aet in order to give
struggling settlers the full value of the
work done up te £400.

Mr. Scaddan: Did you do that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
I do not think the suggestion was ever
made by anyone else before I made it—
at oll events, I have never heard of it. T
have endeavoured fo show that daring my
administration Western Australia has
benefited, and also the people of Western
Australia, partienlarly the people of
limited means. Surely after all that has
been said about my administration I am
eutitled to do this. T claim that great
good has come to the people of Western
Australia by my administration, I eould
read something {hat was said of the land
Ly the Royal Commission on immigra-
tion, which sat in 1905. The report of
that commission is signed by four or five
gentlemen, amongst whom was the pre-
sent leader of the Oppesition. I notice
that my friend claimed some credit for
the work of the Agricultural Bank in the
House the other day. This is what the
commission said abeat it—I do not want
to read ton mueh of it

Mr. Seaddan: No. it is not advisable
from yvour point of view,

The MINTSTER FOR LANDS: Yas,
it is. I will read the lot if you like.

would break a
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Mr. Scaddan: If you did you wonid
find the suecess of your administration
has been based on that report.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I have
read it all; it is not bad, but some of it
is extremely funny. This is what the
leader of the Qpposition then said about
the Agicultural Bank—

Closely associated with the development
of land settlement during the last few
years have been the operations of the
Agrieultural Bank, and while the prob-
lem of economical clearing and eulti-
vating was being solved, its aid was in-
valuable to the struggling settler as well
as beneficial to the State in aiding io
seeuring abundant practical proof of
the value of our land. Having aceom-
plished these purposes, the time appears
to be opportune for considering what
is to be the future scope of this institu-
tion. Is its aid requived in demonstrat-
ing the capabilities of our land? The
ecommission is of opinion that the
sworn testimony of the clients of the
bank, and its own records, give ample
proof that its aid is no forther needed
to prove the bigh value of the State’s
agricultural lands. The vemaining pro-
vince lefl to the bank would thus ap-
pear to be mainly philanthropic, namely
finaneial assistanee to persons with'
little or no capital. The ¢uestion may
then he asked: Ts the State justified in
following ibis philanthropie praectice,
after haviog, in conjunetion with the
pioneers of the newer methods of farm-
ing, shown to the world the exeellent
opportunities open to farmers with
moderate eapital upon its wheat lands?
The ¢ommission is of opinion that the
time is approaching—if it has not al-
ready arrived—when the funds of the
bank should not be available for per-
sons outside the State, and consequently
should no longer be used as a means
of aitraction. Splendid work has been
done by settlers and the bank in demon-
strating the great field open to farming
enterprise, and it is reasonable to re-
quire of those who desire to avail them-
selves of the opportunities thus dis-
played that they must bring money or
eredit wherewith to establish them-
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selves, or wait till they have earned
either one or the other. Why should
the savings of the people, it may be
asked, or the credit of the State be
absorbed in giving monetary aid to
strangers, while thousands of residents.
are hampered.

Mr. Scaddan: Yes, they drew it from
our own: people and gave it to strangers.

Mr. O’Loghlen: Why should the sav-
ings of the people be given to sirangers?

Mr. Seaddan: Our ebjection is to using
the savings of the peuple, through the
Agricultural Bank, to induce people to:
come here who have no means.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: You
did not give them mueh because yon lent
them the woney on good security at 5
per cent.

Mr. Holmaan:
for mneh either. .

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
taking eredit for the liberalisation of the
Agricultural Bank, and for the faet that
during the last four and a half years I
have increased the capital of the bank
from £600,000 to £2,500,000. This is pro-
bably some small answer to the charge of
maladministration of the affairs of the
Lands Department. I have simply en-
deavoured f¢ prove that I have responded
to the opportunities that have presented
themselves to me and that I have done
something for this State. I can almost
hear the leader of the Opposition still
yelling about the Dunkley case, which he
says is a very serious matter.

Mr. Scaddan: I have heard something
about eows, too.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And
so have I. But you never helped the peo-
ple mueh by providing them with cows or
anvthing else. The land board also came
in for attack but, as usnal, there is ne
suggestion made. I am very willing to
improve the land board if hon. members
will offer a suggestion as to how that may
be done. The land board is a statutorv
body and does its own work,

Mr. Seaddan: Buot you are the respon-
sible Minister.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I am
the responsible Minister, but the members
of the board are responsible for the
work they do. If there is any improve-

You cannot take eredit
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ment possible in the system of alloting
land I shall be only too pleased to con-
sider any suggestion tbat hon. members
may make. Some means of alloting land
to applicants is necessary; it is impossible
to earry on without it under a system of
survey before selection, because all must
bave equal opportunity, and it is useless
eriticising the board unless something can
be done to improve it. I shonld like to
see what better system could be adopted.
Evidence is taken on oath, and the mem-
bers are responsible and eonscientions
men, and I believe that as a rule their
decisions are absolutely correect. I have
not very much more to say. The leader
of the Opposition has said that it is pot
his intention to take advantage of the
Royal Commission which has been offered
in order that hon. members might make
any charges they felt inclined to make
against myself, or the officers serving
under me. I should have been very
pleased, indeed, if the siatements made
here could have been made on oath before
a judge of the Supreme Court.

Mr. Seaddan: Do not worry about it,
they are true enough.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not adwmit anything of the sort. I do
admit that mistakes have been made in
the department, and mistakes will be
made again in this and every other de-
partment; but the charges of corruption
which were made were absolutely untrue,
and hon. members should be prepared to
take the responsibility which attaches to
a member who, in the House, makes
charges of that serious character. I re-
peat that T am perfectly willing that an
inquiry should be held, and any inquiry
that hon. members think fit.

Mr, Scaddan: Well, hold an inquiry.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
broader the seope of the inquiry the better
pleased I shall be, I say again that the
department was never in better order nor
was it ever doing better work. Nothing
but the demand which exists for Jand has
brought about this eriticism. If I had
been content to drift along and do very
little nothing much would have been said
about the department, but just now people
are desirous of acquiring land,and in their
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anxiety to get it they have doubtless gone
to hon. members, with the result that
hon. members have brought these charges
before the House. Before my time the
Staie probably spent tens of thounsands of
pouunds in endeavouring to set up this de-
mand for land which is now coming

actively into the work of the de-
partment, and we ave getting much
more money for our land than we
ever got before. Probably we have

obtained £500,000 more for the same
amouni of land during the last 12 months
than was paid during the previous year,
and land which we then sold at 10s. is
to-day being sold at £1. A demand has
been established, and though the priees
are not up to the full value of the land
they are higher than those ohtained 12
months ago. I believe inquiry wounld re-
veal the faet that the admimstration of
the department is as perfect as it ean be
made. T do not wish to say that mistakes
have not been made, but I do say that my
officers do their best fo meet the wishes
of the people. Hon. members who have
endeavoured to do business with those offi-
cers will, T am sure, readily admit that
the officers of the Lands Department are
most obliging. It has never been claimed
by us that we can avoid ervor, but I want
to make it clear to the House that the
errors made are not as great in propor-
tion to the work we are doing as were
the errors made in previous years, I as-
sert positively that that is the case. I
say also that there are life and activity in
the department such as were never known
in the Lands Department before, and the
work of settlement has been expedited in
a way that was never suggested by any
member opposite. I wish to add, in eon-
elusion, that I shall be very pleased to
face the fullest inquiry into my work or
into the work of the officers of the de-
pariment.

Mr. Scaddan: Are you uot going to tell
us anything about the suspension of Ber-
toli and other officers?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not propose o do that now, The last
case has not yet come before the Public
Service Commissioner, and I do not think
it would be right to discuss it here to-
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night, When the Estimates come on I
shall be very pleased to give the leader of
the Opposition all the information he re-
quiries, but I think he will agree that it
would be inadvisable to go further into
ihe matter on this occasion,

Mr., WALKER (Kanowna): It is
gratifying t0 hear the concluding remarks
of the Minister for Lands, in which he
courts the fullest and most ample inquiry
into the management of his department,
and states that the broader the scope the
more satisfactory will the inquiry be
to him. Now, I am sure that there is no
member on this side of the House but
applauds the spirit of that action, becanse
it is precisely what has been asked for
alt along, however the request may have
been worded, and with whatever indizere-
tions some interjeclions may have been
made that have formed the basis of the
hysterical attitude of 1lie ™remier. Con-
trast what has just been said with what
the Premier asks the House lo submit to.
I want to draw attention to the faect that
the MPremier has comwmitied a positive out-
rage on this institntion by the proposal
he has made. He has suggested that a
judge of the Supreme Conrt shall be ap-
pointed—— -

The Premier: You asked for it. The
member for Brown Hill by interjection
asked for if.

Mr. WALKER: The Premier knows
that he has no right whatsoever to demand
that any member of the House shall be
taken before a Chief Justice, or any ntber
judge of the Supreme Court, to be tried
for any utterances he may have made in
this House. There is no sneh instance on
record.

The Premier: We are taking the Mini-
ster and his department before a judge.

Mr. WALKER : You are taking the de-
partment before a judge. but you cannot
try any member of the Hounse for any ut-
terances he has made in the House.

The Premier: We are not trying them.

Mr. WALEKER: Undoubtedly you are.
I may not go any further than this letier
addressed to the leader of the Opposition
and the letter addressed by His Excel-
leney the Governor— .

To the Honourable Robexrt Furse

MeMillan, a Judge of the Supreme
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Court of Western Australia, greeting:
—Whereas on the twelfth day of Octo-
ber, one thousand nine hundred and ten,
allegations or implications were made
in the Legislative Assembly of the ex-
istence of corruption in the administra-
tion ¢of the Departwment of Lands and
Surveys, and, particnlarly, that a Gov-
vernment advertisement was inserted in
the Sunday Times to prevent adverse
eriticism of the said depariment in
connection with the grant of block 73
on the Stirling Estate to Mr. Dunkley:
and whereas it is desirable that a Royal
Commission be appvinied to examine
into and report upon the said charge
and to invite persons to bring forward
charges of corrnption in the adminis-
tration of the said department, and to
inquire into any charges that may be
brought forward pursuant to such in-
vitation: Now therefore 1, the said
Governor, do hereby appoint you. the
Honourable Robert Furse McMillan. to
be a Royal Commissioner within the
meaning of the Royal Commissioners’
Powers Aect, 1902, sitting alone for the
purpose of examining into and report-
ing upon the said charge and of invit-
ing persons to bring forward charges of
corruption in the administration of the
said department and of inquiring into
and reporting upon any charges that
may be bronght forward pursuant to
such invitation.

I do not need to go auy further with this,
An appointment of a judge of the Sup-
reme Court——

Mr. Scaddan: He ounght to know betier
than to aceept such a commission if he
knows anything.

Mr. WALKER: The Act of 1902 gives
the Commissioner power to summon wit-
nesses, and penalties are attached for
contempt or disobedience to the orders of
the said judge. Under this Commission
those members particalarly who made
what might be construed into a charge,
who made allegations, or who even made
mmplieations, could be subpoenaed, com-
pelled to give evidence, and so to answer
in the Supreme Court for their eonduet in
this Assembly. I want to know if the
leader of the House protects the House in



[16 Novemser, 1910.]

this way. 1 ask the Premier if he knows
of any precedent to the appointment of
a commrission of a like characier.

Mr., Brown: Yes, three years ago.

Mr. WALKER : Where?

Mr. Brown: In this House.

Mr. WALKER: I do not know what
was done in the House. I believe the Pre-
mier alluded as an example to the case
of Charles Stuart Parnell. Am I right
in takiny that as a precedent? I ask the
Premier if he stands by that?

The Premier: I answered the leader of
the Opposition that that instance had
taken place in the British House of Com-
tons. .

Mr. WALKER: And it is the prece-
dent for this?

The Premier: No,
It is on a parallel.

Mr. Brown: I was in the same position
as that three years ago.

Mr. WALKER: And you were wrongly
treated, unconstitutionally and unjustly.
The Premier, in spite of his boast that
he requires no tuitton, I venture, does
not know the ecireumstances of the
special commission that inquired into
the allegations regarding Charles Stuart
Parnell. 1 venture to say he does not
know the facts that took place on that
oceasion. At thal time the commission
was objected to as uneonstitutional,
Herbert Pauil’s History of Modern Eng-
Iand deals with the cireumstance. We
have this featuve strongly brought home
to us that even the British House of
Commons davred not appoint such a com-
mission without guing through the pro-
cess of making it law. They had to bring
in a Bill, which had to be introduced,
read a first time, vead 2 second time,
taken threongh Committee and passed
through its third reading and then sent
to the House of Tords. This is what
happend in the ease of Parnell—

Mr. Parnell had very sensibly offered
that the authenticity of the letters
should gu befare a committee without
an Irish member on if. To let three
Englishmen deiermine an international
dispute between England and Ireland
was a very different thing indeed. But
it was a thing upon which the Govern-
men were bent. Not only did they

1 did¢ not say that.
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carry the Bill uver the heads of the
Irish members. They foreced it through
the House of Commons by the same
methods employed to close debate up-
ou the Crimes Bill the vear before, al-
though on this ceeasion the plea of ue-
gency could vot with any show of rea-
son be set up, The Bill came to the
House of l.ords early in August—

I may say it passed on the 13th August,
1888—

and that House aceording to the theory
of the Constilution should have brought
it to a speedy end. It was what the
Romans ealled a privitegium, the pre-
cise opposite of what we mean by priv-
ilege, a special law directed against in-
dividuals obnoxious to the majority.
Lord Hersehell. in a speech whieh for
judieial weight and gravity has seldom
been surpassed, implored the Peers
to consider how dangerous was the pre-
cedent they were making in the eon-
fusion of judges with politicians, of
legislators with administrators of the
law.
Upon the same point John Morley’s Life
of Gladsione denls more fully with the
unconstitutional aspeet of the appoint-
ment, and shows that it could only have
come in times of great trouble, of passion,
and of stirring-up episodes. It was
just after the Crimes Aet had been
passed to subdue the spirit of independ-
ence which was in Ireland. And in the
midst of all that excitement The Times
had sought te ruin a patriot of Ireland,
a statesman, a wman of remarkable
ability who will live in history and the
memory of humanity long after the petty
struggles that sought to strangle him are
buried and forgotten. We are told beve
by no less an authority than John Mor-
lev—

Stormy scenes marked the progress
of the Bill through committee. Seeine
the exasperation produced by their
shifting of the ground, and the delay
which it would naturally entail, Min-
isters resolved on a bold step. It was
now August. Government remembered
the proeess by which they had carried
the Coercion Bill, and they improved
upon it. Afier three days of commit-



1530

iee, they moved that at one o’clock in
the morning—
We see where this Government got all
their spirit from—
at one o’clock in the mormng on the
fourth sitting, the chamnan shonld
break off discussion,
They moved that at one o’cloek in the
morning—
put forthwith the question already
proposed from the Chair, then sucees-
sively put forthwith all the remaining
clauses, and so veport the Bill to the
House, 'This process shut out all am-
endments not reached at the fatal hour
and is the most drastic and sweeping
of all forms of closure, In the case of
the Coercion Bill, resort to the guille-
tine was declared to be warranted by
the urgeney of social order in Ireland.
That plea was at lease plausible. No
sueh plea of urgency could be invoked
for a measare which only a few days
hefore the Clovernment had considered
to be of sueh secondary importance,
that the simple rejection of it by Mr.
Parnell was to be enongh to indnce
them to withdraw it. The Bill that
had heen proffered as a generons con-
cession to Irish members, was now vio-
lently forced upon them without de-
bate. Well might Mr. Gladstone speak
of the most extraordinary series of
proceedings he had ever known.
Where therein is the precedent that the
Premier so confidently guooted at the
commencemenf of this Honse—a prece-
dent denounced in England as uncounsti-
tutional, as one passed amidst unex-
ampled violence and publie disturbance,
and the preduet of fevered spirits, as one
that in nermal times would have been
absvlutely rejected in its incipieney by
everv member? The Premier is relying
upon that incident to support his ap-
pointment of a judge of the Supreme
Court—to try hon. members of the Op-
position. That is what it means. And
try them for what? For having done
their duty. for having stated what they
knew, what was public report, what was
everywhere current in reference to the
management of tlie T.ands Department,
and which we have heard answered to-
night by the Minister for Lands to the
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extent that he deemed it necessary. And
after all this judge of the Supreme Court
is still to be appointed. What excuse can
the Ministry make for such outrageous
conduct? This is advertising the Minis-
try with a vengeance! What is the ob-
ject of it? Tt is to say, “Oh, we had a
Jjudge there and we invited them to come
and bring their charges, and like a pack
of cowards, they backed down, and we so
defended vurselves.”” That is the thea-
trical game the Premier is playing. It
is too thin, It would be too thin if he
had the power to play it, if it is right
for him to play it; buot it is worse than
that when hLe violates the constitution to
de it, Onr dearesi privileges are evolved
in this matter. Notwithstanding the
Premier’s convietion that he requires no
tuition, I venture to think he has for-
zotten a good deal he must have learned
in the course of his studies, or be could
never take the attitude be is doing to-
night. How long have we indulged in this
privilege of free speech in Parliament?
How long have we proclaimed that no
court in the land can review or take us
to task for what is said here? And
rightly so: for is it not here where all
the grievances of the people can be
voieed ; 38 1t not here where no power of
intimidation ean prevent the utterance of
truth: is it not here where no seeptre
or weapon ean intimidate one who speaks
in vindieation of suffering hnmanity
whevever it may be; is it not here where,
for the redress of wrongs, we must have
absolute liberty, unchecked from any
other source than that which is within
these walls, to utter whatever high
thoaghts we have or whatever disagree-
able trnths it may be necessary to speak?

The Attorney General: Or whatever
libels you may wish to utter!

Mr. WALKFR: The hon. member
again with his sneers! He who should
stand here the protector of the liberties
of the members of the House, to speak
the truth even arainst Mipisters

The Attorney General: But it follows,
does it not?

Mr. WALKER: He who should be the
gaardian of the law and of the eonstitu-
tion is snggesting its breaking, is de-
fending its violation. No wonder the As-
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sembly is held up to the scorn and con-
tempt of mortals when they who should
be its pillars, 1ts protectors, ifs cham-
pions, are those who sully it, and pollute
it, and degrade it.

The Attorney General: You have the
fullest opportunity of saying what you
like, and you bave also the fullest oppor-
tunity of libelling as well as speaking.

My. WALKER: The hon. member
uttered that so that it might be reported
in the Press, and thus reach the eyes of
the multifude and deceive them. What
is the answer? The answer is that if a
libel be uttered by a libeller here he must
be answered and brought to task here.
This is the court that shall try the libeller
within these walls; this is the eourt that
has the power to punish a member who
exceeds his duty; this is the court that
bas the power to try and punish even to
the extent of expulsion, a man who
abuses the privileges or violates the rules
of honour within these walls.

The Attorney General: And do you
suggest that you and vour friends are
impartial judges?

Mr. WALKER: Do [ suggest that T
and my friends are impartial judges?
Do I ever dream that the hon. member
the Attorney General could be a judge
under any cireumstances! If within my
bosom there were not a greater sense of
Justice, if there were not & sense of sym-
pathy with my fellow men, a sense that
desires to do them right greater than that
possessed by the hon. member, I should
hide my head in shame and never exhibit
my face in public more. The hon. mem-
ber whoe has just come lrome from school
in London requires also to be reminded
of a little lesson in history so long age
as in the days of that king, James I,
who has wany of the qualities that are
reminiseent or which survive in the At-
torney General. In the early part of the
reign of that monareh the Commons
passed resolutions to this effect—

1. That their privilezes and liber-
ties are their right and inkeritanee, no
less upon their very lands and goods;
2. That they cannot be withheld from
them. denied or imnpaired, bnt with ap-
parent wrene to the whole state of the
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realm; 3. That their making request,
at the beginning of a parliament, to
enjoy their privilege, is only an act of
manners, and does not weaken their
right; 4. That their house is a court
of record, and has been ever so es-
teemed; 5. That there is not the highest
standing court in this land that ought
to enter into competition, either for
dignity or auothority, with this high
court of Parliament, which with his
Majesty's royal assent, gives law to
other courts, but from other courts
receives neither laws nor orders.
That is in the days so long ago as James
I, and mark the difference in the spirit
of those members in that House of Par-
liament subsequently to that, and the
spirit we see exhibited on the Treasury
bench here, when they thus resolved in
1621—

The commons now assembled in par-
liaraent, being justly oceasioned there-
unto, eoncerning sundry liberties, fran-
chises, privileges, and jurisdictions of
parliament, amongst others not here-
in mentioned, do make this protesta-
tion following:—That the liberties,
franchises, privileges, and jurisdictions
of parliament are the ancient and un-
doubted birthright and inheritanee of
the subjeets of Xngland; and that the
ardnous and urgent affairs coneerning
the king, state. and the defence of the
realm. and of the church of England,
and the making and maintenance of
laws, and redress of mischiefs and
grievances which daily bappen within
this realm, are proper subjects and
matter of eounsel and debate in par-
liament ; and that in the handling and
proceeding of those businesses, every
member of tbe house hath, and of
right ought to kave, freedom of speech
tn propound, treat, reason, and bring
to eoneclusion, the same; that the com-
mons in parliament have like liberty
and freedom to freat of those mat--
ters in sueh order as in their judg-
ment shall seem fittest; and that every
such member of the said house hath
like freedom from all impeaschment and
molestation (other than by ibe censure
of the house ifself) for or roncerning
any hill, speaking, reasoninz. or declar-
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ing of any matter or matters touching
the parliament or parliament business;
and that if any of the said members be
complained of and questioned for any-
thing said orv done in parliament, the
same is to be showed to the king by
the advice and assent of all the com-
mons assembled in parliament, before
the king give eredence fn any private
information.
But that was ouly the resolution of the
Commens,  In Taswell-Lancmead’s His-
tory of the Constitation, it recites that
the last oceasion on which it was directly
impeached (that is the vight of freedom
of speceh) was in the celebrated ecase of
Sir John Eliot——
The Attorney General:
putes that.

Mr. WALKER: I do not suppose they
do. They do not until they come here
and try and put all this aside by the ap-
pointment of a judge to question the
freedom of speech in this House. The
lasl oceasion when precisely the same
thing was done was in the celebrated case
of Sir John Eliot, Denzil Holles, and
Benjamin Valenfine and others who had
taken the king to task. who had aceused
the king in a dignified form, of corrup-
tion, and the king resolved to take them
prisoners. We know what it cost King
Charles, but before the great event and
the arrest of these members, we know
what Eliot suffered, and it was abount
the last time this dodge was tried of
taking before the judges men who had
dared to speak their minds in the Com-
mons, whose proseeution was one of those
acts which hastened the ruin of Charles 1.
Taswell Langmead says—

In the fifth year of his reign (1630)

a judgment was obtained in the Court

of Wings Benceh against these members

for their conduct in Parliament: the
statute of the fourth Henry VIIT, he-

ing falselv assumed to be merely a

privaie Aet for the relief of Strode

and not of general applieation. In

1641 the House of Commons deeclared

all 1hese proceedings in the King's

Bench to be against the law and priv-

ilege of Parliament; and in 1667, after

the Restoration, they passed another

No one dis-
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resolution : That the Act of Parliament

in the fourth Ilenyy VIIL., eommonly

entitled “an Aet coneerning Richard

Strode,” is a general law, extending v

indemnify all and every the members

of both Houses of Parliament, in =l

Parliaments, for and touching ary

Bills, speaking, reasoning, or declarinz

of any matter or matters in and econ-

cerning the Parliament to be eommuned
and treated of; and is a declaratoiy
law of the ancient and necessary rights
and privileges of Parliament.  They
snbsequently resolved that the judy-
ment given, 5 Car,, against Sir Juin

Eliot, Denzil Holles, and Benjamin

Valentine, in the King’s Bench, was an

illezal judgment and against the free-

dom aud privilege of Parliament. On

a conference both these resolutions

were agreed to by the Lords; and

finally on a writ of error, the judgment
of the Court of King’s Benchk was ve-
versed by the House of Lords, on the

15th April, 1668.

This is the point that is law with us. Thae
privilege was confirmed for the last time
by the Bill of Rights, the ninth article
of which declared that the freedom of
speech in debates or proceedings in Par-
liament ought not to be impeached or
questioned. I draw the Attorney Geu-
eral’s atiention to that, and the Premier's
attention also, that it ought not to he
impeached or questioned in any court or
place outside of Parliament. That is the
9th clanse of the Bill of Rights, a pillar
in the foundation of British liberty.

The Attorney General: That is where
I am with you entirely.

Mr. WALKER: That is the law of rhe
land, and we cannot undo it except hy the
enactment of another law.

The Attorney General:
not wish to unde it.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member
knows he is wishing to undo it now.

The Attorney General: No, I do not.

Mr. WALKER: The hon. member if
he agrees to this wonld unde it. What
does this mean? It means that the Roval
Commission has been appointed with
power to send for a member of Parlia-
ment.

1 hope you do
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The Attorney General: A figment of
the imagination.

Mr. WALKER: We have heard a lot
-of this imagination, I will take the exact
words of the commission which has been
read out to-night. The commission
says—

The said Governor do hereby appoint
veu the Honourable Robert Furze
MelMillan to be a Royal Commission
within the meaning of the Royal Com-
misioners’ PPowers Aet, 1902.

And Section 2 of this Aet deelares—

1t shall be lawful for any Royal Com-
mission, appointed or to be appointed
by the Governor, to summon, by writ-
ing under the hand of the chairman of
the commission, any person whose evi-
denece shall, in the judgment of the
commission, be material to the subject
matter of the inquiry to be made hy
such eommission, lo attend the said
commission at snch place and time as
shall be specified therein.

Bection 3 says—

If any person on whom any such
summons shall have been served by the
delivery thereof to him, or by the leav-
ing thereof al his usual place of
abode, shall negleet or fail to appear
according to the exigeney of the sum-
mons requiring his attendance, or being
present shall refuse to be sworn or to
give evidence, or to make answer to
snch questions as shall be put to him
by any member of such commission,
touching the subject matter of the in-
quiry, or if any person having the cus-
tody or control of such books, papers,
doeuments, and writings, shall, upon
being summoned as aforesaid, fail or
neglect to produce them at the time
and place named in such snmmons,
such person so offending shall forfeit
and pay to His Majesty, for every
sueh defanlt, any sum not exeeeding
ane hundred pounds, to he recovered
in a sammary way before any Court
of summary jorisdiction, hy any pee-
son authorised by the commission =o
to da.

The Attormey General: That is punish-
ing somebndy for refusing to speak.
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Mr. WALKER: It gives the power to
summon members of the House. Whoe
else has spoken; who is it intended shall
be sammoned as witnesses? Members of
the House, and, Sir, one member is dis-
tinetly selected, one who has said some-
thing about the Sunday Times. Oh, it is
belittling to this child of the mother of
Parliaments to have this pettifogging,
tiddlywinking, periwinkle sort of charges
exalled upon a pedestal of this kind.
The Sunduy Times has been tnentioned;
then lel the ecriminal be brought
before the Chief Justice, or before Mr.
Justice MedMillan. Dare he say anything
about that paper? Then he shall stand
to answer for it before a judge of the
land. That is the position. Was it worth
hotieing; was it worth belng put upon
paper; was the incident so to be immor-
talised—was it deserving of this immor-
talisation? Has the Premier lost all sense
of proportion that he eould so forget him-
self as fto issne a document of this kind.
and by this proeess make known his ere-
dulity throughout the world? Tt is humili-
ating.  But [ remind the Premier again
that, however anxious he may be to ad-
vertise himself and his Government for
pluck and boldness, there was not the
power for him to do it. It was an abso-
lntely illegal proposal; absolutely illegal,
and I charge the Attorney General to deny
the faot that it was illegal.

The Attorney General: Oh, T deny it,
certainly.

Mr. Holman: You would deny anybhing,

Mre. WALKER: We have, apparently,
no sense of right, for whenever the truth
has to be spoken from this side of the
House it must be denied on that. Now.
T will not believe that the Attorney Gene-
ral is so ignorant as not to know that even
the House of Conunons itself eould not
appoint a speeial commission to inquire
inte the ecase against Charles Stuart
Parnell, without going throngh the steps
of passing a Bill throngh all iis stages
in the Commons, and sending it to the
Peers. He cannot be ignorant of that. Tf
only fresh from school he most know it.
Then what is the good of denying the ille-
egality of the step taken by the Premier?
And whilst we have the Bill +f Riehts
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existing as part of the laws of the Com-
monwealth, a step taken such as that
adopted by the Premier, is absolutely—
and the Attorney General must admit it
—illegal. Now, in defence of the rights
and liberties of every member of the
House, I, at least, protest against the
course taken. I desire to expose its hollow-
ness, the pretence of it; because it is not
real, it has no foundation in faet, this
aitempt to make a mountain out of a
molelill of debate. And if we adopt this
precedent, if we are to make laws in
defiance of the British laws that have pro-
tected our liberty, where should we ulti-
mately end? There would not be a mem-
ber in the House making the slightest
charse hut he could be intimidated by
the threat of a Royal Coemmission.

My, Holman: They will not intimidate
me,

Mr. WALKER: And hy degrees we
shonld get into a subservieney that would
be perfectly despicable; no member would
dare to ventilate a wrong or expose a
grievance; we should all be absolutely
subservient, It is not in the blood of Aus-
tralians to tolerate that sort of thing, The
spirit that animated our ancestors, that
inspived the langnage breathed against
King James I, that found expression in
written verbiage in the sacred Bill of
Rights is alive to-day in this very As-
sembly, and we resent this species of in-
timidation, of coercion. We shall not sub-
mit to i, and I venture respeetfully to
say that if that commission be appointed
and any member on this side of the House
is summoned, or subpoenaed to attend be-
fore his Honour, without any suspieion of
contempt on his Honour or his eourt, or
his appointment, without any disrespect
whatsnever to him, bat in vindieation of
the 1iglts of the Hbouse, the member o
summoned shall refuse to attend. They
will stand as the guardians of the liberties
of this land, and they will do so becanse
they will be able to say, wherever the
High Courts of the Empire are appealed
to, that such a commission, seeking to
summon members to explain their speak-
ing in the House, is against the law
of the land, and against the most sacred
traditions of the British race.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. I,
L. Nanson): The motion moved by the
leader of the Opposition declares that the
proposed cowmission of inguiry into the
administration of the Lands Department
is unsatisfactory. It would, Sir, have
beer more convenient if, in introducing
that motion, the leader of the Opposttivn
had explained more fully than he did on
what grounds he regards the proposed
commission of inguiry as unsatisfactory.
Is it that the scope of the inguiry is too
wide; is it that the scope of the inquiry
15 not wide enough; is it that the inguiry
should be eonducted by some other func-
tionary than a Supreme Cowrt Juadge;
or is it, Sir, that hon. memhers opposite
wish ne inquiry at all?

Mr. Scaddan: Read my reply.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have
the hon. member's reply and will deal
with it shortly.

Mr. Holman:
vet.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the hon.
member proceeds further 1 would ask
hon. members to be kind enough to pay
the same respect to the Attorney General
as was paid to the member for Kanowna;
and that there will not be these frequent
interjections,

Mr. Holman: Why did you nof speak
to the Attorney General when he inter-
jected half a dozen times?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: There
is apparently a division in the camp of
hon. members opposite, because we have
some hon. members apparently of opinion
that the inquiry does not go far enough,
that it should cover the entire adminis-
tration of the Lands Department, and, on
the other hand, we have other hon. mem-
bers, like the member for Kanowna who
has been exhaunsting all his singular pow-
ers of eloquence in trying to persuade
the House that there should be no in-
quivy at all.

Mr. Walker: No.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No in-
quiry at all

Mr. Walker: Na.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member says “no,’’ but what is the
burden of his argument? I am not sur-

You have not read it
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prised that, quoting from the learned
tomes at bis elbow, he was compelled to
go back to the times of King James I,
when apologists were found for what is
known as the doetrine of high preroga-
tive. Those were the days when there
were persuns of great eminence, of emi-
nence so great as that of Francis Bacon,
who argued that the king could do no
wrong, who argued in favour of the
divine right of kings. Sinee that time,
something like three centuries have
passed, and we now find the member for
Kanowna arguing in favour of the divine
right of Parliaments; and he suggested
that in appointing this commission we
are interfering with the liberty of mem-
bers of Parliament.

Mr. Walker: So you are.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: On the
other hand, it is eomplained in this mo-
tion that the seope of the proposed eom-
mission of inquiry is unsatisfactory, and
T ask for what reason is it unsatisfac-
tory.

Mr. Seaddan: I ask you again to read
my reply to the Premier’s letter.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
refer to the reply, the somewhat contra-
dictory reply, contained in a letter from
the leader of the Opposition. And I
gather from that letter that the hen.
member regards this inguiry

Mr. Seaddan: You have not read it yet.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I gather
that the hon. member regards this in-
quiry as unsatisfactory on the ground
that the aecusations having been made
in Parliament should be answered in
Parliament and nowhere else. Am I to
take that as meaning that there shonld be
a Parliamentary inquiry, that there
should be a seleet committee, or that the
House as a whole should sit here and
perform judiecial functions, resolve it-
self into a commission and take evidenee,
and have witnesses here and probe cer-
tain allezations to the bottom?

Mr. Scaddan: TRead the next para-
graph.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well,
we come to the next paragraph, ‘It is
altogether objectionable,’’ the hon. mem-
‘ber eontinnes, ‘“‘and moreover unconsti-
tutional, to refer speeches of members
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of Parliament to the eensorship even of
Supreme Court Judges.”” Well, I am
glad to have found one passage in this
letter with which I am in hearty agree-
ment. Of course it is highly objeection-
able. Moreover, as the hon. member points
out, it may be argued that no doubt it is
unconstitntional. But that is what the
Government never intended and what
this Commission does not intend. I begin
to fear that some members opposite have
a somewhaf uneasy conseience in regard
to this Commission. It is true that if a
member makes charges, whether they be
outside this Chamber or inside it, there
is one tribunal hefore whiech he can be
brought. Even although the member for
Kanowna has tried to dissuade us that a
member of Parliament is sacrosanet, that
he ean say things in this Chamber that
he cannot say out of if, all of which is
true as regards his liability in a court
of law, there is still a tribunal before
which even a member of Parliament is
angwerable, and that tribunal is the tri-
bunal of publi¢c opinion. If hon. mem-
bers make charges of corruption, or
charges of an eqnally serious nature,
either against members sitting in this
Chamber or persons outside of it, and
on investigation it is found that there is
no shadow of foundation for those
charges, thal they were made reeklessly,
without sense of responsibility, and un-
der the eowardly eover of Parlinmentary
privilege, then, if these be proved, there
is—and we may be thankful for it—the
tribunal of pubhe opinion before which
they will be tried for their eruel, reck-
less, and unserupulous eondunet.  The
leader of the Opposition does admit in
this letier that there is ground for what
he calls an immediate and full inquiry,
not only, 1 assume, in regard to the
charges of corruption, but also in regard
to the wzeneral administration of the
Lands Department. I join issue with
him nn that point entirely. When charges
of earruption are made, it is desirable in
the public interests that it should be
shownt whether or not there is any foun-
dation for those charges. I do not mean
to say that on every occasion when an
irresponsible member geis up in the
House and charges an hon. member or
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some oulside person with corruption, we
should appoint a Royal Commission to
inguire into his statement, but there is
this unfortunate feature whieh has come
into great prominence durving the last
few sessions, that some hon. members
seem {o make charges in this House and
indulge in language without quite veal-
ising what is the full meaning and effect
of their words. Even when you have so
great a master of language as the mem-
her for Kanowna—even he on occasions
seems unable 1o weigh the words at their
exact vahie aecording fo their meaning,
heeanse we find only a few minutes ago
that rhat hon. member in referring to
the charges of ecorrmption made in this
Chamber described them as ‘“pettifog-
ging and tiddlywinking charges.”’ T do
not know what is the precise meaning of
tiddlywinking, bui 1 presume that it
is intended to suggest a degree of insig-
nifieance, What were the charges in-
dulged in? They arose out of this Dunk-
lexr case, and the fact that an advertise-
ment was given to the Sunday Times at
about the same time as that journal in-
terested itself in the e¢ase. The member
for Albany in veferring to that case drew
attention to what he regarded as a eoin-
cidence and a eonnection between (ke
appearance of thal advertisement in the
Sunday Times and the interest of the
Sunday Times in this Dunkley matter.
The member for Cue immediately acted
as chorus for the member for Albany,
and when the latter drew attention to
this singular eoincidence, as he regarded
it, the member for Cue stated ‘It is a
rotten. dirty piece of corruption; the
(Government eannot get out of it."’ That
is what the member for Kanowna wishes
us to regard as a pettifogeing, tiddly-
winking charge.

Mr, Walker: YWhy de vou not be fair?
T was dealing with the Dunkley charge,
and I expressed my surprise that the Pre-
mier should magnify that affair into the
necessity for a Royal Commission,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I am
very glad of the hon. member’s explana-
tion. Of course, the marvellous thing is
that the membher for Albany could ever
have based upon it this tremendons charge
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of corruption that is brought against the
lands Department. Now, we bave here
the statement made by the member for
Cue that this was a rotien, dicty piece of
corruption which the Government could
not get out of, and [ am glad to have the
assurance of the member for Kanowna
that he does not regard a eharge of that
kind as of a pettifogging, tiddlywinking
nature. It was not as if the member for
(C'ue made that statement only in the beat
of the moment, because he returned to
the ¢harge again and again, I tind that
a minnte or two after nsing the language
{o which I have referved he went su far
as to say that the Minister for Lands
should be impeached immediately. If the
member for Kanowna thinks that a mem-
ber of Parliament should only be im-
peached hefore this Chamber——

My, Walker: Do you say that he shonld
be impeached anywhere elsel

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1f &
member of Parliament brings himself
within the meshes of the criminal law
by accepting a bribe he should stand
in the dock just the same as any-
body else. If it could be proved
against the Minister for Tands or
myself, or any other member of the
House, that he had accepted a bribe he
should pay the penalty for his offence
just in the same way as any ordinary
member of the community. I am sue-
prised that the member for Kanowna, by
liis language and speech, should create
the impression that there is a peculiar
sanctity about a member of Parliament
not enjoyed by any of his coustituenis.
But that is wot so. There is no sort of
sanctilty against evil-doing even by a
member of Parliament. We have (he
member for Cue saying that this is &
rotten, dirty piece of corruption and that
the Minister for Lands should be at onee
impeached. Then we have ancther mem-
ber joining in, There might be some ex-
euse for the member for Cue, because we
know from experience during this session
that he i1s of a somewhat excitable nature
and may have been carried away for the
moment, but the member for Brown Hill
is ordinarily one of the eoolest and most
temperate members in the House, and we-
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find this ecol and scholarly member, wno
deals in constitutional points, reinforcing
the charges made by the member for Cue.
The member for Brown Hill said that “a
Minister who would sit down under the
charges made”’—presnmably by the mem-
ber for Albany—*“would sit down under
anything’’; and then, of course, the ir-
repressible member for Cne said again
that the Minister for Lands should Le
impesached. The member for Brown Hill,
going one more than the member [or
Kanowna, says—“Yes; he should be im-
peached either before this Chamber or
before a judge.' Therefore, although it
is an enormity and almost beyond tle
vast powers of language possessed by Lhe
member for Kanowna to deseribe the in-
iquity of a Government that would pro-
pnse a commission to inquire into a
<charge of  eorraption—not  inquive
into the actions of members in
this House—and although it 1is
conduet  which cannot be described
in  too strong langnage, vet the
Governmnent are doing the very same
thing as his friend, the member for
Brown Hill, said should be done in ve-
gard to the Minister for Lands, In
other words, the Minister for Lands, ac-
eording to the member for Brown Hill,
is to be hauled before a judge and wade
{0 answer for hs actions. That state-
ment, of course, met with the unqualified
approval of that convenient chorus, the
member for Cue, who again repeats, for
the third time, that it is absolute corrup-
tion from start to finish. Apparently then
the Deputy Speaker, thinking that things
were getting a little warm, appealed to
hon, members for order, but the irre-
pressible member for Cue refused to he
called to order, and for the fourth time
-said, “I say it is corruption.” The hon.
member at any rate had the courage of
his eonvietions. The member for Gnild-
ford stated some days ago that he did not
believe in this oharge of eorruption, or
that the Opposition bad no intention of
* bringing any charge of corruption
against the Minister for Lands or any-
hody else, and I think that the leader of
the Opposition on another occasion gave
A somewhat similar assurance.

Mr. Seaddan: Did I?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I wil
be pleased if even now the leader of the
Opposition will say whether he does or
does not make that charge.

Mr. Scaddan: What did I say? He-
peat it

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
give the hon. member credit if he likes
for saying publiely that he does not make
a charge of corruption.

Mr. Scaddan: You made a deliberate
statement just now, and I am asking you
to prove it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I was
under the impression that the leader of
the Opposition had stated on one ocea-
sion that there was no intention of mak-
ing any charge of corruption against the
Minister for Lands or anybody else,

Mr. Seaddan: We will have to turn
up Hansard again to find what you did
say.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If
you did not say it, say so. I am simply
trying to get omt of the hon. member
what he did say. There is no difficulty
i refreshing one's memory as to what
he did say in the House. I regref indeed
to say that the hon. member did make a
charge of corruption in the House; he-
canse when the Premier in an interjec-
tion asked him to go on with the debake,
the hon. member told the Premier that
the Premier should reply to some of ihe
cbarges made—charges of corrnption;
and, therefore, we may assume that at
that time, whatever may be the present
frame of mind of the leader of the Op-
position, on the 12th October he said that
charges of corruption had been made and
that those charges should be replied to.

Mr. Scaddan: Did yon not consider
they were charges of corrnption?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T con-
sider charges of corruption were made.
Uudoubtedly this commission  would
never have been appointed had it not
been considered that charges of corrap-
tion were made. At any rate it is
satisfactory, that the leader of the Oppo-
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gition and I ave in agreement on this one
point, that on the 12th October in this
Chamber certain charges of corruption
were made by certain hon. members of
the House. We are on plain gronnd
there; there is no dispute as to that.
That being so, we have to ask ourselves
what is the right course to take in regard
to these charges. 1 said earlier in my
remarks that it would be unreasonable to
suppose that on every occasion when some
hon. member, labouring under excitement
and, possibly, some haser passion, got up

in the House and made  en-
tirely  unsupported clarges against
some one—it would be unreason-
able to suppose that on every

sueh oeeasion a Royal C'ommission should
be appointed; Dhecanse, unhappily, we
know that there are some hon. members
in this Chamber—I regret to say it, and
I try not to say it offensively—who have
gained an evil reputation for speaking
wildly against the characters of others,
We had an instance only last night in the
House in the speech of the member for
Murchison of the wild way in which
charges are made against persons outside
the House. In that speech again and
again we heard the words “boodler” and
““booster,”” ‘‘robber’’ aud ‘‘pluoderer’’
and untterances like that, all directed
arainst cerlain persons who are not in
the Chamber. After making charges of
this sort, after saying the most offen-
sive things possible against myself—I
ean remember one ocecasion during the
iramway sirike when the lbon. mmember
used most offensive epithets against me
—after T stood for two or three hours
the full brunt of the hon. member’s
attack the bon. member came across
the Chamber with that broad expansive
smile of his we know so well, and ap-
proached me as a dearly beloved friend,
apparently expecting me to treat every-
thing he bad said as a little persiflage.
That may be the way of looking at these
things in the ecircles in which the hon,
member moves, but hon. members on the
Government side of the House at any
rate are aecustomed to atipch some
amount of importance to langunage, and
I cannot understand the frame of mind

{ASSEMBLY.]

whieh permits hon. members of the Oppo-
sition to actuslly—if not in plain lan-
guage, at any rate as nearly as the rules
of the House will permit—call a member
of the House a scoundrel, and afterwards
approach him here or in the lobbies as
if he were a personal friend, If the hon.
member thinks of me apd some other
members as badly as he professes to
think of us when he is delivering his
philippies in the House, why does he
speak to us outside. [f what the hon.
member says is true, we would not be fit
to associate with him; we would not be
fit to be in the House. I have been ac-
cused of heing a liav,
Mr. SBwan: We are unfortunately com-
pelled to speak to you on publie business.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Some
members opposite profess to believe that
these e¢harges are true. If they do regard
me or some hon. members of the Govem-
ment as men of honeur, surely we eannoct
be men of dishonour in this Chamber and
men of honour when we go into the lobby?
Mr, Holman: We have only spoken on
matters of public business. A man who
wijl deny his word I have no time for.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Mr.
Speaker, you see the sample of the hon,
member's arguments,  That brings me
back to the point I wish to make, that we
cannol always have Royal Commissions
simply because hon. members have used
heated language, the effeet of which, to
do them justice, they do not really ap-
preciate. They do not look upon it im
the same light as we on this side of the
House do. But there are occasions when,
in the public interests, it does become
necessary to take notice of charges made
in the Chamber. Hon. members are all
familiar with the old fable of the wolf,
how when the ery of “wolf” was repeated
again and again no wolf appeared, the
shepherds got careless and the floeck was
destroyed.  There is very evident dan-
ger to this community, if members of Par-
liament under the ¢loak of privilere make
wild charges in the House and nothing
follows from these charges, that ultimately
we may get so ease-hardened in the House
—we who have {o bear them have io
steel ourselves against that sort of thing,
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and those hon. members who indulge in
charges of the kind also become careless
in the making of them—that the time may
come in the history of the State when
these matters will be regarded by the
public at large as ahsolutely of no im-
portance, as merely the playful amenities
of Parliamentary debate, and under that
carelessness, that callousness, and that in-
difference of the publie to this sort of
thing, if i possible that very grave abuses
and very flagrant corruption may take
place..

Mr. Holman: Now quote the “skunk”
incident.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL : The
hon. member has referred to an incident
evoked by something similar to this. I
was a young member of the House in
those days and my indignation was more
readily aronsed by charges against the
personal eharacter of individuals than it
is to-day; because during the years that
I have sat in the Honse, I have so fre-
quenfly heard these charges made that
they arouse in me, not so much a feeling
of indignation against the people who
make them, as a feeling of pity against
them. I eontend that it does become in
the pnblic interest occasionally necessary
when charges are made in the House con-
taining possibly all the elements of false-
hood that we should appoint a eommission
whose impartiality s absolutely beyond
dispute, who could in no way be brought
to book by the Executive; that we should
appoint a commission of that nature to
go into the matter and give the fullest
possible facility for the truth being
brought forward. And this is what we
have done in the present instance. 'The
member for Kanowna tells us that our
action is unconstitutional. I may follow
him later into that branch of the argu-
ment; ‘but let ns assume for the moment
that the action is unconstitutional. Then
I say unhesitatingly tbat if it were un-
constitntional T should still follow that
line of action, beeause I do not believe
in making a fetish of constitutionalism.
I believe the great thing we have to aim
at is pure administration and pure poli-
ties.

Mr. Walker: It is the law.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At any
rate, if [ want any— :

Mr. Walker: It is the law,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If I

have to choose belween ouf-worn consti-
tutional doetrines on the one hand, and
securing integrity in public life on the
otber hand, and keeping the fount of
justice pure, then I shall choose for the
worasking of cocrruption and for the
doing of right. We may make a felisb
of constitutionalism,

Mr. Walker: It is the law under the
Constitution.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not ¢are——

Mr, Walker: Tt is in the Bill of Rights.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not care one jot for the law as interpreted
by the member for Kanowna. I refuse
to take my law from the hon. member.

Mr. Walker: T ask yon to take it from
the Act, not from me.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I do
not take it from the member for Kan-
owna, nor from James I, not from any
other antiquites the hon. member likes to
quote.

Mr. Walker: It is the law in the twen-
tieth century.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
Parliament, in the exercise of its wisdom,
has passed a Statute providing for the
appointment of Royal Commissions, and
for giving these Royal Commissions
power to ascerlain the truth; and if we
find it said, nat onece, not in the tempor-
ary heat of debate, not by one member
but by more than one member, and en-
dorsed by the leader of the Opposition,
repeated four times by the member for
Cue, endorsed by the member for Brown
Hill——

Mr. Bath: No.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: And
defended, I suppeose, by almost every
member of {he Opposition, that there is
eorruption in regard to a ceriain affair,

this Dunkley affair, that there is
suspicion of ecorruption attached to
it, them I say we think that the

time has come to give those hon. mem-
hers, and those persons ontside who have
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any knowledge of corruption, an oppor-
tunity to substantiate theiv charges; and
we do so in the most reasonmable and
natural manner possible. The member
for Kanowna has tried to persuade us it
is a commission to try members of Parlia-
ment. Why, of course it is not anything
of the sort. It is & commission to enable
members of Parlinment to substantiate
the charges they have made. Is it not a
singular attitude that these hon. members,
having said there is corruption, flagrant,
rotten or any other adjeetive of equal
strength they can lay their hands to, and
having declared that the Minister for
Liands should be impeached either before
the House or a judge, is it not a singular
siluation that, when we appoint a com-
missioner, a Supreme Court judge, in
order to give these members an oppor-
tunity of substantiating their charges, we
have a tremendous hullabaloo; we have
the member for Kanowna, the heavy gun,
the oratorical gun of the Opposition,
brunght into play to try to show we are
traitors to the Constitution. Qur motto
is ‘‘Let the truth prevail.'’” We only
want to get at the truth of
the matter. Hon. members who have
made these charges must be the judges
of their own conduet, must decide for
themselves whether they will go before
a commission; and although there are
nnder the Statute certain powers held
in reserve against persons who refuse to
2o before a Royal Commission and give
evidence, I should, for my own part,
judge that it would be entirely unneces-
sary, even if it were expedient, to enforce
any of these powers against members of
Parliament ; because that otber tribunal
to whieh I have already referred, that
more powerful tribunal than any Royal
Cormnission, the {ribunal of public
opinion, will pnt its own econstrue-
tion upon the silence of those hon. mem-
bers in their refusal to go before an im-
partial commission; and that tribunal
will say, ‘*What are we to think of hon,
members who, under the cover of privi-
lege, make these extraordinary charges
against the Minister for Lands, charges
which, if substantiated, could remove
that hon. member from the position of
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Minister of the Crown and place him in
the felon's dock—when these hon. mem-
bers whe make charges of that kind have
the opportunity of going before a judge
of the Supreme Court—not to be pun-
ished mind you, the judge has no power
to punish them for telling the truth, all
hon. members know it, but simply to tell
what they know, to give him an oppor-
tunity of reperting to the Government
whether there is a prima facie case which
should be made the subject of a eriminal
prosecution possibly—when they are
asked to do that they hold back.”” Is
there one eode of honour for the ordi-
nary men in the street and another code
of honhour for members of Parliament?
It is neeessary, I admit, to protect mem-
bers of Parliament in courts of law
against what they may say in this House.
But it was never intended that hon. mem-
bers should make eharges here and when
they are immune from possible ill eon-
sequences in going before a Royal Com-
mission te give information after having
made charges here, that they should
when protected outside, refuse to follow
these charges up. Yet that is the atti-
tude which I gathered from the speeches
of the member for Kanowna and the
Leader of the Opposition they are ad-
vised to pursue. I do not suppose for one
moment, because unfortunately in these
matters parly spirit plays an undunly pro-
minent part—that hon. members oppo-
site who made these charges will accept
any adviee of mine, but I wonld ask
whether they think they ure advaneing
the inferests of the country in seek-
ing to boyeott this Commis-
sion. There can be only one answer. Let
me put it on personal grounds. If an
hon. member divests himself of any idea
of party strife or feeling, let me ask
whether on the one hand it is an hon-
ounrahle eourse to hurl charges of cor-
ruption, and refuse to withdraw those
charges, and on the other hand to refuse
to follow them up before an absolutely
impartial tribunal. As regards the argu-
ment of the member for Kanowna, on
the constitutionality of the action of the
Government in appainting this commis-
sion, it is no doubt a very fine argument.
He has told us that no court of the land
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ean review us or take us to task for lan-
guage used in this Chamber. I do not
suppose any hon. member in this House
disputes that poesition. It is a
commonplace of constitutional law. If
we assume, ax (ke hon. mem-
ber seeks 1o assnme. that this
inquiry has been instituted to put wmem-
bers of Parliament on their trial, if the
terms of the Commission weve to inquire
into the conduet of the hon, member who
is making these charges, there might be
something in the argument advanced by
tbe member for Kanowna, but that has
nothing to do witk it at all. The terms
of the Commission are that an inquiry
is to be made into certain allegations of
corruption. or any other allegations that
may be brought under the Commission-
er’s notice. It is nltogether siraining the
argnment fo breaking peiut to try and
twist a commission of that nature into
a commission direefed against any hon.
member in this Honse, It is only possible
to put that comstruetion on it if hon.
members opposite have an nneasy feeling
in their minds that the langnage indulged
in on the 12th Qctober was of a nature
that shonld nof have been indulged in,
and had not sufficient basis; in faet if
hon. members will indulge in eharges of
that kind without warrant for them, one
cannot help if these charges ultimately
recoil on their own heads. If it should
happen that the Royal Commissioner is
eompelled to say that there has heen no
evidence to lead him to suppose there
has been corraption of any sort, and if
he should be compelled to report that
“the hon. members who might have given
some assistance refused to go before him,
undounbtedly in the minds of the fair-
play loving public. some of the odivm
whieh those hon, members have been en-
deavouring to heap upon the Minister
for Lands, and the officers of his depart-
ment, will recoil upon themselves. Tt
is not the first time that an engineer has
been hoisted by his own petard, and if
hon. members will indulge in that speeies
of Parliamentary vituperation, if they
play at that kind of bowls they must
expect rubbers. We on this side have
only to cast our memories back during
the present session when we have again
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and again listened with the utmost pat-
ience to the violent diatribes of hon.
members opposite, but the time must
come when an aceusation is made with
suificient definiteness and sufficient de-
liberation, and if it is repeated again and
again, and is endorsed by the responsible
leader of the Opposition, and by a meni-

ber oceupying such a  position in
the counsels of the party as that
of the member for Brown Hill, the
time must come when onr backs

wiil be brought to the wail, and we will
say ** You evidently believe there is some-
thing in this; we will give you the fullest
opportunity of proving it.”’ That is all
that has been done in the present in-
stanee, We do not wish to try hon. mem-
bers; we wish to ascertain whether there
15 any truth in the suspicion floating
about that there is such a thing as cor-
ruption existing in our public service.
Again, I ask hon. members to help us,
and to help us in what I ean only ehar-
acterise as a high and holy task. They
are as interested as ourselves in main-
taining purity in the administration of
publie affairs; they should be as anxious
as we that the truth should be brought
out, and if they are anxious, why should
they hesitate to assist with regard to
this Comimission? There is no intention,
and even if we wished to do so it would
be Iinpossible, to punish those hon. mem-
bers. There is only one tribunal before
which they ean be punished, and that is
the tribunal of public opinion. We feel
confident that our duty at any rate in
this matter is plain. We do not believe
that eorruption exists, but if there be
corruption, if there be the faintest pos-
sibility of anything of that kind, we are
defermined that we shall do nothing to
keep it in the background. Every power
at our disposal shall be direeted towards
bringing forward that eorruptiom, if it
exists, into the light of day; and in
choosing a Royal Commissioner from the
Supreme Court Bench we consider that
we have chosen the very best possible
Commissioner that could be obtained ir
the State, becavse as hon. members are
aware, the Supreme Court judges are ab-
solutely immune from any possible inter-
ference, and they can only be re-
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moved from their positions by a vote of
both Houses of Parliament. I sobmit
therefore that the tribunal is an abso-
lutely impartial one, and I submit that
the inquiry is one that is desirable in the
public interests, and I further submit
that those hon. members who have formu-
Iated these charges of corruption owe a
duty to themselves and a duty to the
country to assist that Commission in its
labours.

Mr. PRICE (Albany): Tt is well we
are not often treated to this spectacle of
the one hon. member in the House who
ghould be the gmide for other hon. mem-
bers, the head of the Jaw in the Sfate, the
one man who should hold that law in-
violate against any interference, telling
this House that he eares not, one jot for
the law. The criticism of the Attorney
General was against what he was pleased
to term the Parliamentary vituperation
indulged in by members on this side, yet
has there been at any time a member on
this side of the House who has risen in
his place and more deliberately insulted
members, using language of a more in-
sulting character, than that which was
indulged in by the Attorney General to-
night? Members on this side were re-
ferred to in every term which he called
to his mind. This language was hurled
at members on this side, and at the same
time we have the hon. gentleman pro-
testing against members rising here and
using the same kind of language as he
indulged in. Were I to find any member
standing on this side of the House and
declaring that he did not eare one joi for
the law, I should certainly regret it very
much. What may we expect when we
find the Attorney General himself delib-
eralely telling us this, and warning other
members against speaking in the heat of
the moment and not weighing well the
import of the threats they use? At the
same time we find him telling us, himself
livid with passion, with every nerve trem-
bling, that he eares not one jot for the
law. Why does he tell us that? Be-
canse on his own admission he has been
a party to doing something which is con-

trary to the laws of the eountry.
He has attempted to foree upon
members of this Honse a Royal
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Commissien which on his own ad-
mission made here to-night is unconstitu-
fional and illezgal. Let us see what this
Commission proposes to inqunire into. It
is proposed to inquire into ecertain state-
ments made here in this Chamber, and I
want again to-night to ealmly and delib-
erately say—I1 hope at least with more
deliberation than that used by the At-
torney (eneral who told the House that
he cared not a jot for the law—that the
statements I made in this Chamber on the
12th October I am prepared to repeat;
they are statements of absolute faet, and
in making them I produced my anthority.
What have I to fear? The Minister for
Lands to-night himself eorroborated my
statements, every one of them. In not
one single instanee did he attempt to say
I had spoken anything but the truth.
[3fr. Taylor took the Chair,]

Mr. PRICE: He admitted that in the
Dunkley ease a roistake had been made by
the department; he admitted that practi-
cally simultaneously with the settiement
of the Dunkley trouble on the Stirling
estate the Sunday Times was given a full-
page advertisement. True, he denied that
there was any eonnection hetween the two.
Did net I, in the House say there
might be no connection? I distinetly

stated there was a remarkable coin-
eidence, which should be explained
by the Minister; and that state-

ment I would make in any and all
circumstances, becanse I have now the
anthority of the Minister himself for
making it. To-night he told us that this
advertisement was arranged for and ap-
peared the week following the sending of
a certain leiter by a representative of the
Sunday Times to certain settlers on the
Stirling estate, Messrs. Spalding and
Krygger. There is no attempt on the
part of the Minister to deny any state-
ment which was made. We can go right
throngh the whole of the charges of mal-
administration made against his depart-
ment, and find that to-night he, himself,
dealt with them line by line, dealt with
practically all of them, althongh some of
them he left unanswered for reasons best
known to lhimself. Practically he went
throngh them all, word by word, and line
by line, admitting that in every case there
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‘wag justification for the statement. He
.gave the circumstances surrounding them,
.and endeavoured to the hest of his ability
to explain them away. Yet, despite the
fact thai the Minister for Lands never
once attempted to deny the accuracy of
the statements made in the Chamber, we
find the Attorney General getting up and
.endeavouring to force members to admit
that the action of the Government in at-
tempting to stifle free anad fair eriticism
«of a department of State is justifiable.
Now, I elaim it s the duty of
every member when he kpnows of any-
thing which is contrary to the proper ad-
ministration of any Government depart-
ment, immediately he becomes possessed
-of that knowledge, to use it here in the
‘Chamber. This is the only plaee where
he can use it. Yet now we find if he
.dares to use it he is to be met by the At-
torney General, and told that he (the
Minister) cares nothing for the law him-
self and will force that member to do
something which the law does not compel
him to do. We bave heard it said that
there is a certain freedom allowed to hon.
members in connection with their speeches
in the Chamber. I desire to say that,
personally, I have not sinee I have heen
in the Chamber uttered, nor do I intend
in the future to utter one word under the
cloak of Parliamentary privilege which I
am not prepared to utter oulside the
Chamber—provided I am dealt with by
hon. gentlemen who respect the law, and
not by those whe tell us they care nothing
for the law and, on their own admission,
will be themselves the firsi law-breakers,
although holding positions which demand
that they should respect the law under
all eonditions. I have already stated that
what T said bere on the 12th October has
been corroborated by the Minister for
Lands who has attempted to explain the
cirenmstances. For my own part [ say
again I have nothing to withdraw, no
statement I vregret, no statement for
which I did not have absolute corrobora-
tive evidence, which I produced here in
the Chamber. 1 produnced the original
letter sent by the Sunday Times to Messrs.
Spalding and Dunkley. Let me point cut
that in reply to a question submitted by
me to the Minister for Lands some time
[571
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prior to the 12th QOetober, we had that
hon, gentleman assuring the Chamber that
no outside inflnence had been broaght
to bear upon the department in ¢onnec-
tion with the Dunkley case} and that at
the very time the Minister gave that as-
surance to the House outside influence was
being brought to bear upon the depart-
ment. Proof of that ontside influence
was contained in that Jetter I read to the
House. The Minister may tell us, as he
did to-night, that he was not cognisant
of that fact. But to whom are we to look
when we desire to secure information, or
against whom are we to level any allega-
tions of maladministration unless it is the
Minister in charge of the particular de-
partment with which we are dealing?
Surely even the Attorney General would
not attempt to shield himself bhehind the
officials in his department. Yet that is
what, in effect, the Minister for Lands
has attempted to do; because he told us
that he knew nothing of any ontside in-
fluence being brought to bear. Yet the
letter of the Sunday Times says, ‘‘We
have seen the files . We have seen
the department on several oceasions . . ..
We suggest with the approval of the de-
partment.” Those are the statements
contained in that letter, Surely the Min-
ister for Lands will not, in the face of
that, deny that outside influence was
brought to bear upon officers in his de-
partment. And the Minister is respon-
sible to the House for his officers. If we
have any eharge to make against Lhe ad-
ministration as earried out by any of his
officers we have to bring them against the
Minister. In case the Attorney General,
with that specious pleading for which he
is somewhat notorious, questions that faect,
let me refer to the authority of Sydney
Low in The Governance of England.
There the writer, dealing with the re-
sponsibility of a Minister to Parliament,
says—
Through one superior or another all
arades of the service are responsible to
the highly-placed gentlemen, titled and
be-ribboned, who are the heads of the
permanent staff; they themselves, these
accomplished under secretaries, are re-
sponsible to the noble lords or eminent
commoners, who hold the Ministerial
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seals; while these Ministers, in the ful-
ness of their power, are liable at any
moment to be arrainged, not merely
for their own acts, but for the acts of
their subordinates, before the Assem-
bly. which, again, is ttself responsible
to the sovereign people. This is the
doectrine of DMinisterial responsibility
and which is by many
Because we have in this Chamber those
who will not agree with this doetrine.
regarded as the main shaft and sup-
porting pillar of the political edifice.
Ministerial responsibility to Parliament !
Why, the Minister for Lands and the At-
torney General are above Parliameat.
They care not one jot for the law, as ex-
emplified by Parliament. Therefore,
what hope have we of justice, what op-
porfunity, what chance is there of fair
dealing when we find that despite these
authorities, despite the law as explicily
laid down for years and vears past, we
find Ministers rising in their places and
delibervately telling us they intend to
break that law? Why? Because mem-
bers here have dared to criticise the ad-
ministration of a Minister of the Crown.
What are we coming to if Ministers are
to be above criticism? And that is really
what it means. We are placed in this
position to-day: that if any member rises
in the Chamber and dares to utfer one
word whiech does not meet with the appro-
val of Ministers, they will be a law unto
themselves, will call to their aid a Judge
of the Supreme Court and will endeavour
to compel the members who have criticised
them to go before that judge for his con-
demnation. Becanse, afier all, what does
& judge do? He asks for a eertain spe-
cific eharge. In this case the charge has
been made already by the Government.
They themselves, in the commission,
whieh they have made ount for this
judge, have there stated the charge.
They have said it was made here
in the Chamber, They have not
waited for a c¢harge to be made, but have
stated the charge of corruption was
made in the Chamber, in connection with
Dunkley’s application for a block,
together with an advertisemeut in the
Sunday Times. That is what they
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have laid down. As I have already
said, personally I have no objection to
making, before even a judge, the same
statement 1 made in this Chamber, There
is ne veason why I shounld fear.
It of their own volition Ministers chonse
lo place qpon my remarks, borne out by
the statement of the Minister for Lands,
ceriain constructions of their own, with
the objeet, not of clearing the Minister
of anything which bas been said in cou-
nection with himself, but of, if
possible, bringing aboul the poli-
tical degradation of someone apposed fo
them—if they chonsze tn make those char-
ges why should T help them by going be-
fore that judge much as a prisoner upen
his trial? 8o long as the commission
stands as it does at the present time T
shall certainly refuse to have anylhing
whatever to do wilh it. I am fuoite pre-
pared to place before any competent iri-
buna! the tacls in my possession, faets
which bave been substantiated by ihe
Minister here to-night, and amongst them
the fact that there was trouble in the
Dunkley case, and the fact {hat a certain
advertisement was given to the Sunday
Times.  There is no need for me to go
before any judge to substanfiate those
circumstances; I can hand them to the
Minister himself if he desires to see
them. At the same time I must protest
against this eontinual threat held out by
occupants of the Ministerial benches
against members on this side who dare
to criticise them. In this case they have
gone further than a threat, they have at-
tempted not only o coerce memhers, hut
to bludgeon them dinto submission, so as
to preclude them from indulging in that
free and open eriticism which is neces-
sary if the administration of the country
is to be carried out in a proper manner.
Ministers surely will not say that they
are above eriticism, but that is the posi-
tion in which they are trying fo place
themselves, As to the illegality of the
appotntment of the proposed commission
it is  not  necessary for me
to  Purther take up the time
of the Chamber. Tt is admitted by
the Attorney General that it is illezal
and unconstitutional, but he says, “I cave
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not one jot for the law.” Had the Attor-
ney General attempted to justify the il-
legal appointment of that commission I
might have deemed it necessary to draw
his attention to certain authorities upon
'such appointments, but in view of the
faet that it has been admitted that
the appointment of the commission 1is
illegal and unconstitutional there is no
need for me to go into it. All I
desire to do is to express my
wish for a full, complete, and im-
partial inquiry into the administration
of the Lands Department. The very in-
quiry desived by the Minister for Lands
is the inquiry that will meet with the
unanimous approval of members on this
side, and we can only regret that the de-
sire of the Minister bas pot met with the
approval of his colleagues. In this
matter he has been over-ruled by his

eolleagues. The Minister for Lands
=aid what he desived was a full,
fair, and impartial inquiry idinto the

whole management of his department,
and it is that inquiry which members on
this side of the House so much desirve.
We do not ask for a partial inquiry, or
an iovestigation into something which
«xists only in the imagination of the hon.
gentleman who cares not for the law.
That is not the inquiry we ask for, We
ask for an inquiry into the administra-
fion, into the accountapney branch, and
into every braneh and section of the
Lands Department in this State. The
Minister himself knows that within the
last 48 hours I brought under his notice
4 matter of very sertous importance to a
number of seftlers in this State. T
brought under his attention the fact that
a number of settlers had illegally been
served with notices of forfeiture, and it
is this kind of thing we desire to have
investigated so that the blame may be
placed on the right shoulders. It is that
inquiry which has been refused, although
I believe the Minister for Lands desires
it. The matter to which I refer arose
through a mistake of an officer of the de-
partment in placing ceriain papers on
the wrong file. Tf the officers of
that department are not earrying
out their duties in a thorough and
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proper manner let us find where the blame
should be laid and deal with the one re-
sponsible. If there was any need to bring
forward absolute proof of the necessity
for an inquiry into the administration of
the Lands Department, we had that proof
only recently in the suspension of ecer-
tain officers. I do not desire to go into
that matter, but portion of the cirenm-
stances which are known to hon. members
will readily suggest the need for inquiry
into the administration. Because of these
things we demand the full inquiry which
the Ministry, other than the Minister for
Lands, have refused. In conelusion I can
only express my regret that Ministers in
this Chamber bave over-ridden the desire
of the Minister for Lands himself. I ean
only hope that the Minister will be able
to induce his colleagnes to see with him
in this matter, and induce the Attorney
General to recognise the law and abide by
it. T trust that he will at least be able
to induce that hon. gentleman to accept
the law which at the present time he is
paid to administer. If he respects that
law he will certainly not attempt to force
on the House the commission whieh is

now  threatened and whiech  will
inquire only into  certain  mat-
ters which do not exist out-

side the minds of Ministers, but he will
provide an inquiry which will go
thoroughly into the administration of the
department generally and allow members
to bring ferward the whole of the evi-
denee as to maladministration. I de not
think that any member infers that the re-
sponsibility for such is with the Minister
for Lands, except in so far as he is head
of that department and the Minister re-
sponsihle to this Chamber. It is to him
that we must look, and although there
may be instances where he could say that
such and sueh an officer is responsible,
the person against whom we must level
onr charges is the Minister himself. And
T say here that, had the Minister thought
more of his personal or political reputa-
tion that he did of his visit to the Nor-
tham show, we should not have had the
time of the Honse taken up as it has been
to-night. Had he been herr, Inowing as
he did that eertain eriticisms of his de-
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partment would take place, had he been
here to reply to them, them to-night we
would bave been engaged in other work,
rather than in discnssing the motion we
lave before us. However, I hope the
motion, it not earried, will at least induee
the Government to give to members on
both sides of the House that scope of in-
quiry which hon. members as well as Min-
isters desire, and which the maladminis-
tration of the Lands Depavtmeut certainly
demnands should be given.

Mr. TROY (Mount Magnet): As one
who duriog the no-conlidence debate had
a good deal to say regarding the adminis-
tration or rather the maladministration of
the Lands Depariment, T feel it incumbent
on me {p make a few remarks hefore this
vote iz taken. Despite the hysterical ut-
terances of the Attorney General and the
lame excuses puf forward by the Minister
tor Lands, I insist that all the statements
made by me on that occasion were abso-
lntely eotrect and are borne out by the
papers placed on the Table of the House.
Royal Commission or no Royal (ommis-
sion, I am going to snap wy fingers at all
the threats of Royal Conmmissions. 1 am
not going to retract or deny or depart
from any statements [ made in the Hounse
on that oecasion. This is as definite as I
cau possibly make it. The Minister for
I.ands cannot gel away from the state-
ments I made when the very records of his
own department prove them. If he ex-
pects to ask any House to believe that be
acted in aecordance with the land laws
when he decided on a certain course of
aetion in regard to these matters, that
contention cannot be supported by anyone
knowing anything about the land laws of
the State. The very laws the hon. Minister
is supposed to administer he is entirely
ignorant of, or he administers them in a
way that is not in aceordance with the
intention of the House or with the inter-
pretation put upen them by anyone who
knows them. Of course the Minister can
please himself; he can place his own in-
terpretation on them; but if he does in-
Jury fo the people of the State or to any
person in the State, I am going to rise in
the House and state my objection. That
is what the Minister has done, however, in
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several cases. How is the Minister going
to justify the attitude of Mr. Farmer in
admitting the applieation of Mr. Court a
day after the date for the closing of ap-
plications? Is that not a case of mal-
adwinistradion?  The proof is ou the
files. How can it be questioned? How
can any Royal Commission question it or
the Minister dispute it? What about the
ungenerous treatment of Mr. Moor? The
Minister was eognisant of all in connec-
tion with Mr. Moor's elaims, becanse Mr.
Moor waited on the Minister repeatedly.
And My, Mowr was not  eourfeously
treated by the Minister. The Minister
did not give him a fair deal, 1 am satis-
fied; he treated him brntally sometimes,
if T may take Mr, Moor's word for if, and
endeavoured to dispute with him his jusi
claims against the Government of the
State. The Minister, in cobnection with
Neilsen’s block, sent the following letter
to Mr. Moor. It was seni by Mr. Bertoli,
one of the assistant nnder seeretaries, but
the Minister knew the whole business, be-
cause Mr. Moor had seen him personally.
Will the Minister deny that Mr. Moor
saw him personally time after time and
broueht his grievances under the Minis~
ter’s notice?

The Minister for Lands: He saw me
many times.

Mr. TROY: But strange to say no
couversation that tovk place and no de-
cision of the Minister is on the files, and
copies of minutes have been removed
from the files. I have a letter in my pos-
session which should be on the files and
it is not there. The letter which I have
referred to on a previous oceasion was as
follows :—

Respecting the blocks in the Dalwal-
linu subdivision which were held by Mr.
Neilsen, T have to advise that such
blocks are being thrown open for re-
selection on or after the 11th October
next, and the notice making them avail-
able appears in vesterday’s Gazetie,
from which full particulars may be oh-
tained.

Now, “yesterday’s Gazetle” was the 23rd
September, but the Act provides thal
notiee must appear four conseentive
times in the Gazerte, That would make
four weeks, but only two weeks and four
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days’ notice was given, and that is eon-
trary to the provisions of Seetion 33 of
the Land Act. [s not that a breach of
the Land Aet and is not the Minister re-
sponsible for it? Then again the Minis-
tev in a further letter to Mr. Moor de-
mands that the application for these for-
feited blocks, which previously betonged
to Mr. Neilsen. must he lodged at the
office on or before the 11th Qetober. and
further that these blocks together were
snbject to the value of improvements.
namely, £73 185 3d., and that the full
amount of such improvements must be
lodged with the application as a cash
payment. Now, what does Section 147
of the Land Aet say in rvegard to this%

The fair value of any improvements
existing on or affecting any land ap-
plied for, or authorised and in course
of construction, or intended to be con-
structed, shall be determined by the
Minister, and the priee of any such
tand shall be increased by the value so
determined of such improvements, with
interest thereon at the rate of five
pounds per centum per annum, to the
intent that the price of the lands as in-
creased by the value of such improve-
ments, with interest thereon as afore-
said, shall be paid by the selector by
half-yearly instalments at such time
and in such mamner as the price of
the land, if nnimproved. would have
been payable,

The Minister could not demand a cash
payment. The Act provides that the pay-
ment should have been extended over a
term of years. Is not the Mindster’s ae-
tion in ibis regard eontrary to Section
147¢ TIs il not a wilful breach of the
Act when the Minister departs from it?
I say the Minisier was awave of the faets,
because Mr. Moor had brought them per-
sonally under his notice. The Minister
claims that Subsection 2 of Section 21
of the Act gives him power to please
himself in regard to these matters, to de-
terroine things according to his own de-
sires. This subsection provides—

The Minister shall at all times have
power in the publie interest, and in his
diseretion, subject only to an appeal
to the Governor under Section 37, to
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refuse any application whatsoever

made under auy part of this Aet.
This gives the Minister no power to de-
mand the payment he did. He has only
power to vefuse an application. He did
nol refuse the application but le de-
manded eertain conditions he lhad no
right to demand. Will the Minister say
that he has been carrying ont the inten-
tions of the Land Act and theve has been
n¢ breach of the land laws? The Minis-
ter cannot elaim that. With regard fo
the land held by Myers at Dalwallinu,
will the Minister make the assertion that
Myers did not hold that land illegally ¢
The Minister now says that he is going
to forfeit that land, yet in those very
papers there are applieations made during
eight or nine months asking for the for-
feiture of the land, and the applications
were ignored. In those papers there are
communications from the Department to
Myers showing him how he eould get
away from the requirements of the Act.
From the papers and the remarks of the
Minister to-night I can only conclude that
the Minister was aware that Myers held
the land illegally because he is now going
to forfeit it. It was not however until the
matter was brought before Parliament by
myself that action was taken. Tt is
reasonable to assame that because no ac-
tion was taken by the Minister. After
the matter was brought prominently be-
fore Parlinment the Minister declared
that he was going to forfeit the land.
Why did he not do it before? What is
the necessity for the appointment of this
Royal Commission? Because the Minister
was not present in the House when the
charges were made, and because the Gov-
ernment cuf a very sorry figure indeed.
They want to tie members down to a
hole and corner inguiry by which an en-
deavour will be made to whitewash the
Minister. They want to have the Minis-
ter thrown wpon the mercy of a ecourt.
This House is the court which the Min-
ister should appeal to if he wanis merey.
It is a sorry spectacle indeed. The (Gov-
ernment desire to relieve themselves
from the stigma which attaches to them
through their acts of maladministration
by the appointment of a Royal Commis-
sion. Let the Minister justify himself-
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in this House and the eountry, and if
he ean do that he will have done all that
is neecssary. So far as the Royal Com-
mission is euncerned, I am not going be-
fore it. The Attorney General has spoken
with regavd to a higher tribunal—the
people of the country, Let me say that
I shall gu before the people, and I shall
make a full statement to them similar
to that whieh T have made to this House.

Mr. Monger: You would not be lis-
tened to by a respectable community.

Mr. TROY : I dare the Government to
prosecute me or to take aetion with re-
gard to the statements I shall make. I
am prepared to resign my seat to-morrow
if any member of the Government will
eontest it, and I make this challenge with
every intention of earrying it out.

Mrx, Monger: I will take you on in my
constituency.

Mr. TROY : I will not aceept the hon.
member’s challenge because 1 have some
respect for his constituents even if I
bave no respeet for him. T bear in mind
the attitude of this Government nearly
three years ago when fighting the last
general elections. 1 made a certain state-
ment regarding land held in the Nuga-
dong distriet to the North of Wongan
Hills by Mr. Glowrey, M.L.C., Sir Wal-
ter James, Mr, Liebe, Mr. Schruth, and
Mr. Sommers, M.L.C,, and I was branded
by members of the Government as a liar.
In the light of subsequent history i
has been proved that everything I then
said was absolutely correet. Take the
map which is hanging here showing the
intention of the Government to build a
railway to Mullewa, Whose land will it
pass through?

The Premier: It will be built on the
advice of a board.

Mr. TROY: Whose thousands of acres
of land will this railway pass through?
It will pass through the land of Mr.
Glowrey, M.L.C. Will the Minister deny
that? It will also pass close to the land of
Mr. Sommers, M.L.C., Mr, Quinlan, and
the land thai Sir Walter James had there.

Mr. Draper: Suppose they all have
land ihere?

Mr. TROY: Will any Minister deny
that the Colonial Seereiary has land at
Wongan Hills? They denied these state-
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ments of mine at the last elections at
Sussex. The late Premier, speaking at
Sussex, held up a map in the hall and
said that the statemenis I made were
absolute lies, At Collie the iate Premier
said that Sir Walter James held no land,
but that it was held by Sir Walter
James’s son, This is the party that
branded me as a prevaricator in the coun-
try. A snap of the fingers for the Royal
Commission! 1f members of the Minis-
try want to fight me let them come to my
constitueney and fight me, and let me de-
clare here that if my health will permit
I shall put before the people of the coun-
try the facts that I have already given to
this House.

Mr. BOLMAN (Murchison): T think
after the venomous attack made by the
Attorney General, it is only meet that T
shiould have something to say in reply.
In the first place I shall deny that T ap-
proached the Attorney General in any
shape or form whatever since I made my
speech last night. The statements made
by the Attorney General to-night are in-
correct and absolately uncalled for. T am
prepared to substantiate the statements T
made last night. It is remarkable when
the Attorney (eneral eriticises any mem-
ber of this Chamber for the remarks they
may have made he seems to forget that
it was only recently that he wilfully and
deliberately in the face of members of
this Chamber, and His Honomr the
Speaker, and the printed and published
records of Hansard, denied some state-
ments that he had previously made. Well,
I say that when a man is forced to with-
draw a statement such as the Attorney
General made he is not fit to sit in Cab-
inet, or represent any seection of the com-
munity. A man like that has not a sounl
of honour, has not a spark of manliness
about him. Yet he gets up like a play
actor angd tries to play upon the feelings
of the Assembly, knowing that any re-
marks made from this side of the House
in reply will not receive prominence in
the newspapers, nor be given atteniion to
in the leading columns; and so he hopes
to impress the people of the country with
his own bald statements unanswered. If
the present (Government desire to go be-
fore the publie tribunal, the sooner they
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give us the elanee the better. I, in com-
mon with others on this side of the House,
would be only too pleased to appeal to
the people. 1 will deal with the «uestion
of the proposed eommission of inguiry,
and I say that will he as unsatisfactory
as a good many of ihe statements made
by members on that side ot the House.
The attitude and actions of the Attorney
General’s department are absolately rot-
ten and unfair. We call for papers and
the papers ought to be prodaced here;
but insteead of their being placed on the
Table we find that some officials of the
department, perhaps the Attorney Gen-
eral himself, is going down to the Sunday
Times and giviog them information from
the papers. In some cases the information
is true, and in others absolutely false.
That is the class of men who get up here
and criticise members on this side of the
House. TWe have only to refer back to
the speech of the hon. member in 1901;
a more contemptible and despicable
speech has never been made in any Par-
liament in Anstralia than that then made
by the present Attornev General. At
that time he referred to some who are
now his colleagues as being practieally
a lot of skunks. Then he went on to give
the fnll history of what a skunk was. The
present Minister for Mines was one to
whom he referred. 1In all probability the
Attorney General has now come down to
the same level as those bhe characterised
as skonks. He has learned better since
then and has altered his opinions. What
caused this alteration in his opinions? It
may be interesting to look back and find
out. We know full well that the record
of the present Attorney (Geneval, his poli-
tieal record T am sdpeaking of, is ahso-
Intely ene of the uncleanest in publie life,
whether in this or in any other State. On
one oceasion, when in Opposition, he
ratted for the sake of office with Mr.
Morgans; then when that Government
had gone to the country and been de-
feated, he came back and once more sold
his party for a portfolio. Then, again,
we only need refer to the contemptible
remarks he made about his now eolleague,
Mr. Daglish. Afterwards, saerificing his
principles and honour, if he ever bad any,
for the sake of political power, he again
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assumed olfice with the Administration he
had voundly condemned. Then take his
action of a recent date, when he assumed
office under circnmstances which, if not
contemptible, [ do not know what “con-
temptible’” means. Take his action ib re-
gard to the tramway trouble, when olficers
from his deparfment were sent down to
the ears

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do not
think the actions of the Attorney (ieneral
have much to do with the motion before
the Chair.

Mr. HOLMAN: I am sorry you were
not in the Chair when the Attorney Gen-
eral spoke; if you had been you wonld
in all faimess give me an opportunity of
replying to the remarks made by the Min-
ister, although he is not man enough te
come into the Clamher namd defend his
actions,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member is in ovder in veplying to any
remarks made in Lhe course of the debate.

Mr. HOLMAN: That is what I am
doing. I say the action of that gentle-
man, if he ean be called a gentlernan—I
eould not call him a man—T¥ say when the
Attorney General gets up and makes a de-
liberately faise stalement, saying that I—

The Minister for Mines: T must object
to that, Mr. Taylor. Surely the hon.
member is out of order in charging the
Attorney General with making deliber-
ately false statements.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member is not in order in aceusing an-
other hon. member of making false state-

ments. T ask the hon., member to with-
draw.
Mr, HOLMAN: [f the little bnek-

Jjumper will sit quiet I will finish my re-
marks,

The Minister for Mines: I must de-
mand an apology from the hon. member.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have
asked the hon. member to withdraw his
aecusation of making false statements.

Mr. HOLMAN: I will withdraw, and
if I cannot refer to them as false state-
ments I will say they are absolutely in-
correct statements. Thatl is as far as I
ean go in aceordance with the rules of the
Hounse, but not so far as I would like to
go in jusiice to myself. .
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Mr. Draper: Is there any difference
between the two?

Mr. HOLMAN: I cannot find it if
there is. The only difference is that the
one term is a little plainer, and, conse-
.quently, the better realised by a man of
my stamp, who likes plain speaking, who
likes to call a spade a spade. Take this
-action of the Attorney General in making
deliberate misstatements in an effort to
pose here as one of those who should be
looked upon as a marvel of goodness, a
man whose actions are irreproachable, He
makes deliberate misstatements with the
intention of trying to create an 1mpres-
sion., I say he is hardly worth taking
notice of. When a man like that refers
his ease to public opinion, the publie will
express an opinion pretty freely and
fully; and [ am satisfied that the expres-
sion of public opinion at the nexl| general
election will leave this House cleaner than
it is at present. We had statements made
in conneetion with some remarks of mine
in regard to the railway out to Bullfineh.
I am only sorry that T was not nearly
plain epough in my remarks last night.
Had 1 quoted what appears in the Press
it would have been more to my satisfae-
tion. The news, as published to-day,
shows that one of those who is a member
of this Cabinet, and a colleagne of the
Attorney General, bas a fairly hig in-
terest in the Bullfineh mine; and T say
that when they try to put a railway pro-
position through the Hounse without fair
and proper information, it is a travesty
of justice, and should not be tolerated.
My information is from the Press. I did
not care to bring it up last night, but
one of the Attorney General’s colleagues
holds an interest in the Bulifinech mine
which, according to the Press, amounts
to £20,000 or £30,000. Surely when these
Ministers visit the Bullfineh and subse-
quently try to bludgeon a measure
through the House without a moment’s
nottee, we are justified in asking for time
to discuss the matter. Yet we are eriti-
cised becanse we refer to the faet that
this railway

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member is decidedly out of order in dis-
cussing this railway.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. HOLMAN: The facts were brought
forward earlier to-night, and my remarks
of last night were quoted; surely in all
fairness I should be allowed to deal with
the subjeet. It was dealt with by the
Attorney General, and I should not have
spoken had not my character been at-
tacked by that Minister. Matters referred
{o months ago were brought in, and T say
neither the Minister for Lands nor the
Attorney General has dealt with the
motion before the House. Surely, then,
if they are allowed to wander wide of
the mark and not fonch upon the motion
moved by the leader of the Opposition, I
have the right te reply to any attack
made vpon me.

The DEPTUTY SPEAKER: I desire to
point out to the hon. member that T have
no inteniion of preventing his replying
to any statements made in the course of
the debate; but having regard to the lines
the hon. member is following, it is clear
that his remarks are somewhat foreign
to the motion.

Mr. HOLMAN: Well, the Attorney
General brought 1{his subject forward,
and charged me with wmaking certain
statements about the proposition in eon-
nection with the Bullfinch; and I say
pow, if T had the inforration last night
which T have to-night T would have made
more damaging statements than I did on
that occasion. Because it is now clear
that one of the Attorney General’s own
colieagues has an interest in the mine.
Surely T am entitled to bring a matter
like that forward. 1t is not the first time
that the Attorney (ieneral’s eolleagues
have heen assisted by the public purse
of this country for their own personal
benefit; and in all probability, if T am
to be deprived of the right of making my
rematks inside this Chamber, I will have
an opportunity of making them outside.
Members on this side of the House have
been aceused of making false statements
and not being prepared to stand to their
guns. Charges have been made in. the
House by the Minister’s nwn colleagues
whieh have been abselutely inecorreet,
and when it has been shown that these
statements were ineorrect they have re-
fused to withdraw their remarks, If
any right exists te demand a Royal Com-
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mii-sion snch as is asked for in this case,
I have on previous oecasions had greater
t ccasion to demand a Royal Commission
in connection with charges made by the
Minister for Mines against me. On a
cevtain oecasion he stated in the coun-
try, and in the House, that he had paid
my eleetion expenses. I say that that
slutement was deliberately incorreet, and
if I was outside I would say something
stronger. I denied that statement but
e repeated it, and although I produced
my bank-book and proved that the state-
ment was absolutely incorrect the Minis-
ier had not the courtesy to withdraw.
1 learned afterwards also ihat be came
down to Perth and collected a sum of
money from his own colleagues on ac-
vonnt of the expenses which he said e
had inewrred in my behalf. In getting
money from them fov election expenses
which- he never paid he was robbing his
own colleagues.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon.
member must withdraw that statement.

Mr. HOLMAN: I withdvaw it and say
that he obtained money from his own
colleagnes because he told them that he
had paid my election expenses. He never
paid my eleetion expenses at all; he
paid merely for the beer which be con-
sumed himself, Yet that is the elass of
man who is demanding a Roval Commis-
sion, Ministers pose as great purists,
and ftalk of compelling members to make
their charges before a judge. Tn my
opinion, the proper place to make charges
against a department is in the Honse.
and the praper place to reply to them is
in the House, and if Ministers eannot
reply to the satisfaetion of members they
shonld not flee for shelter behind a judge
of the Supreme Court. We know also
that the whole legal talent of the Crown
Law Department will be utilised against
any unfortunate member who goes before
the Commissioner with charges. We know
also that evidence given hefore a jndge
of the Supreme Court is not such as
would prove a case in this House.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Minister for Mines: It would have
to be on oath there.

Mr. HOLMAN: Tt would not make any
difference to the Minister whether he
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was on oatlhr or not. He took an oath
when he entered this House that he
would serve his country, but he has
broken it on more than one occasion. I
would not like to say whom he has
served. I regrei that the Attorney Gen-
eral was noi in the Chamber when I
stated just now that he had made an ab-
solutely incorreet statement. 1 have
never spoken to that Minister exeept in
the course of business sinee he took
office and betrayed his eolleagues, be-
cause I could have no respect for him
after thal.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must not nse the expression, ‘‘betvayed
his colleagues.'’

Mr. HOLMAN : Politically, T mean.

Mr. SPEAKER: No: the hon. mem-
ber eannor say that even politieally,

Me, HOLMAN: If I cannot say that
I will withdraw it in accordanee with
tlie rules of the House, and as hon. mem-
bers desire to cateh their trains I will
condinue my remarks at some other time,

Question pui, and a division taken
with the following resulf:—

Ayes .. .. .21
Noes .. .. .22

Majority against.. 1

ATES.
Mr. Aongwin Mr, O'Loghlen
Mr. Bath Mr, Price
Mr. Bolton Mr. Scaddan
Mr. Collier Mr. Swan
Mr. Glil Mr. Taylor
Mr. Gourley Mr, Troy
Mr. Heitmann Mr. Walker
Mr. Ha'man Mr. Ware
Mr. Hud=on Mr. A. A, Wilson
Mr. Johnson Mr. Underwood
Mr. McDowall (Teiler).
NoEs.
Mr. Brown Mr. Male
Mr. Butcher Mr. Mitchell
Mr. Carson Mr. Mouger
Mr, Cowcher Mr. §. F. Moare
Mr. Daglish Mr, Murphy
Mr. Draper Mr. Nanson
Mr. Foulkes Mr. Osborn
Mr. Gordon Mr. Pierse
Mr. Gregory Mr. F. Wiison
Mr. Hardwlck Mr. Laymanp
Mr. Harper (Taller).
Mr. Jacoby

Question thus negatived.
House adjourned at 11.21 p.m.

Patn,
Mr. Eeenan | Mr. Davies.



