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obstacles in the way of those who are trying
their best to get rid of this scourge. If the
alterations proposed are not satisfactory it
will not be long before Parliament meets
again, and further amendments can be intro-
duced. But the great point is to deal with
this matter efficaciously. It is no use sur-
rounding it with sentiment. If it were any
other disease such as smallpox, there would
be no trouble.
Progress reported.

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT,

Message received notifying that the Assem-
bly had disagreed with the amendment made
by the Council.

BILL—CURATOR OF
ESTATES.
1n Committee. X

Resunied from the 27th February; Hon, W,
Kingemill in the Chair, the Colonial Secretary
in charge of the Bill,

Clauses 20, 21—agreed to.

Clanse 22—Curator to keep accounts:

Hon. A. BANDERSON: This is a legal Bill
which T have not read. It seems a matter of
some importance, but I will accept unre-
servedly the assurance of the Miniater that it
is all right, and that there are no contentious
¢tlavses in it.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I explained
the provisions of the Bill three weeks ago, It
has been on the Notice Paper ever since. It
was disenssed in Committee up to a eertain
stage and a point was raised in connection
with one elause, and the debate adjourned to
enable a member to look into it. The Bill is
.now under discussion in Committee for the
seeond time.

Clanse put and passed.

Clauses 23 to 30—agreed to.

Schedule, Title—agreed to.

INTESTATE

Bill reported without amendment.
Recommittal.
On motion by the COLONIAL SECRE-

TARY, Bill recommitted for the further comn-
gideration of Clause 3.

Clause 3—Interpretation:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I move an
amendment—
““That in line 1 of the interpretation of
‘Distribute® after ‘pay’ the word ‘deliver’
be inserted.’’
This amendment is made at the suggestion of
the Crown Solicitor, who points out that when
there is only one person, the estate cannot be
divided. It is therefore necessary that the
word ‘‘deliver’’ should be inserted.

Amendment put and passed, the clause as
amended agreed to.

Bill again reported with an amendment.

House adjourned at 8.54 p.m.
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Legislative BRssembly,

Wednesday, 6ith March, 1918.

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

[For “(;)llestmns on Notice'’ and ‘‘Papers
l’resented sce ‘‘Votes and Proccedings.’’)

BILLS (6)—FIRST READING.

1, Land Act Amendment.

Introduced by the Premier.

2, Dividend Duties Act Amendment.

3, General Loan and Inscribed Stock Amend-
ment.

4, Stamp Aet Amendment.

5, Totalisator Duty Act Amendment.

G, Treasury Bonds Deficiency Act Amend-
ment.

Introduced by the Colonial Treasurer.

BILL—ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT.
Council’s Amendment.
Amendnmient made by the Council now con-
sidered.
In Committee.
Mr. Stubbs in the Chair; the Attorney Gen-
eral in charge of the Bill.

New Clause—Add the following elause, to
stand as No. 6:—

Disorderly behaviour at wmeeting. (See Com.,

No. 17 of 1911, Section 182e.)}

6. A section is inserted in the principal Act
as follows:—

188h. (1.) Any person who, at any public
meeting to which this section applies, aets in
a disorderly manner for the purpose of pre-
venting the transaction of the business for
which the meeting is held shall be guilty of an
offence against this Aet. Penalty—Five pounds
or one month’s imprisonment. (2.} This see-
tion applies to any lawful public political
meeting held in relation to any election of
members of Parliament between the date of
the issue of the writ for the eclection and the
date of the return of the writ.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At present
we have no provision precisely on the lines of
the proposed new clause, which has been taken
from the Commonwealth Act. Under onr exist-
ing law, if any disorderly conduet takes place
at a public meeting redress can only be had
under the Police Act. The proposed new clause
would bring our law into line with the Com-
monwealth law. T do not know that there is any
particular need for it, because within my re-
collection there have heen ome or two prosecu-
tions for disorderly conduet at public political
meetings. In one case arising at Guildford the
magistrate sent the offender to gaol for seven
days. Our Police Act deals with disorderly con-
duet in a public place, whereas the proposed
new clause narrows down the offence to dis-
orderly bebaviour at a lawful public political
meeting. I do not know that I would snggest
the clause if I had to redraft the Bill again,
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but it comes to us from another place where it
has had due consideration,

Mr. Munsin: They must be anticipating some
trouble at the forthcoming Council elections.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T certainly
see no harm in the proposed new clause. It may
be said for it that it will bring the definite
provision into the one statute. For these rea-
gons T move—

““That the amendment be agreed to.’!

Hon. T. WALKER: The Attorney General
practically tells us that the amendment is of
no value, adds nothing to our laws, and gives
no greater seeurity. As a matter of fact T ob-
ject to this constant multiplication of so-called
safeguards. I do not think these provisions
should be dQistributed all through our statutes
instead of heing dealt with in one Jaw, Again,
the clause as it stands ia altogether too vague.
What is a lawful publie political meeting? A
meeting for the advocacy of advanced views
may be construed by some into an unlawful
public meeting, We have repeatedly seen that
in the past. At one time the advocacy of trades
unionism or of arbitration for the settlement
of strikes was searcely regarded as being alto-
gether lawful, We are here asked to make a
distinetion between the meetings which are
regular under the old order, and meetings
which are right ahead of views entertained hy
the majority. I cannot support the amendment
until we have a definition of what is a lawful
publie political meeting. Again, I want to
know what is meant by ‘‘diserderly.’’ T have
heard meetings interrupted for the space of
many minutes by wild, hysterical cheering and
shouting in approval of something that has
been said. Yet that has not been held to be
disorderly. Tf one ean show approval by noises
without heing disorderly, surely others also are
entitled to show disapproval by woises? Yet the
showing of disapproval in noisy fashion might
be considered unlawful, and under the pro-
posed new clause it wonld then entail
a heavy penalty. The proposed new clause
leaves it te & magistrate at all times
to decide against a man who disap-
proves of the proceedings at a meeting.
T do not desire to place in the hands of a
magistrate the power of determining what is
sane and healthy in public opinion, hecause

the majority of people under excitement may -

be wrong in the attitude which they adopt.
Big erowds can become so mad that they will
give the sane and real thinkers of the com-
munity no chanece of expressing their views.
This legislation makes it possible for anyone
to have a man given over fo the police. What
iz the need of making special regulations to
deal with election time? All meetings ought
to be conducted openly and freely, and every-
one should have the right of free speech.
There cught to be no difference between the
two classes of meetings. It is true there is
some excitement at election time which does
not alwavs exist at other times, but we ought
to have more excitement then and we ought
not to curb it so long as it does not terminate
in physical viclence. TIf people attending
meetings confine themselves in their expres-
ugions of opinion to voeal utterances, I see no
harm in a little more warmth being allowed
at election time than at other times.

Mr. Smith: Do you believe in an organised
gang going to a meeting for the purpose of
preventing the speaker from being heard?t

Hon. T. WALKER: Does not the hon. mem-
ber ask his friends and supporters to pgo to
his political meetings? Ii so, surely, as it
is a peblic meeting, the other side can ask
those who are united in opposition to attend.

Mr. Smith: Do you approve of an organised
gang going to meetings to prevent the speaker
from making his remarksf

Hon, T, WALKER: This does not touch
on that at all

Mr, Smith: It does.

Hon. T. WALKER: A gang cannof he
arrested.

Mr, Smith: ¥Youw can arrest the members of
the gang.

Hon. T. WALKER: This deals only with
the individual. An individual has a right to
express hig disapproval as mueh as any other
individual has 2 right to express his approval.
It is childish to he afraid of publie opinion.

Mr. Toley: There were men in this State
who were afraid of public opinion during the
last conseription campaign.

Hon. . WALKER: There always are men
who are afraid of publiec opinion. My con-
tention is that we ought to allow public senti-
ment to take earc of itself, and not treat the
members of the public as children. We must
not make the police the arbiters of our morals
even in that respeet. We want a healihier
gpirit amongst our people, but we cannot get
that by police laws,

Mr, Smith: We want everyone to have a
chance of being heard.

Hon. T. WALKER: TUndoubtedly. That
can only be done by cultivation of these senti-
ments amongst the people, and this cannot
be done by police laws. By petty persecu-
tions we can embitter a certain section of the
community and make our meetings more
violent in consequence. (Good sense, good
taste, and good teatment of public opinion is
the way to cure the evil referred to by the
member for North Perth, Tt is already curing
itself. 'There were times when we had these
police laws in full force, and anyone who
opened his mouth in publie, either on the plat-
form or in a public place, was watched by the
police and had notes taken of his remarks,
and possibly a prosecution followed., The
moment these laws beeame more or less obso-
late, we had a chance of debate and the public
an opportunity of expressing their views with-
out any serious interference whatsoever. Had
it not been for the extremely exciting incident
of recent date, there would have been no legis-
lation of this kind.

Mr. Smith: Disorder at meetings has been
on the increase.

Hon. T. WALEKER: Not when the hon.
member takes into comsideration the great
provovation there was, and the faet that
the headquarters of the Commonwealth is-
sued instruetions that men were to be run in
who had committed no offence, and placed
on their trial for charges on which they
were cleared when the election was over.
When one considers all the provocation of
recent date one must admit that the publie
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have heen exceedingly calm, The people
have shown a good temper, which is to their
eternal eredit. To make the censor a judge
of public opinion and to bave him eternally
watching our public meetings to see what
is going on is beneath the dignity of a civ-
ilised nation. It is not to be expected that
he can exercise proper diseretion. This puts
people’s minds and hearts against existing
institutions, and has a tendency to make
them disloyal and to set them against ex-
isting orders. T cannot therefore approve
of this provision in our legislation., We
have the matter covered alreaily by our
laws on our Statute-hook. Tt iz time we
set our faces against this everlasting shak-
ing of fists at the community and this at-
tempt to intimidate and humilinte the peo-
ple. No people in the world have such a
sense of fairplay than those of Western
Australia. Leave them to that sense of fair
play without calling in the police and hav-
ing these absurd regulations.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T wish to
read Section 54 of the Police Act of 1892
whieh governs the offence as it exists now—

Every person who shall be guilty of any
disorderly conduect on any street, public
place, or in any passenger boat or vcehicle,
any police station or lock-up, shall, on
conviction, be liable to a penalty of notf
more than Ten pounds for every such
offence, or to imprisonmient, with or with-
out hard labour, for any term not ex-
ceeding six calendar wmonths, or to bhoth
fine and imprisonment.

This offence would come within this section
as disorderly conduct within a public place,
and punishments have been made under that
seetion already. The clause proposed herc
gimply narrows the matter down,

Mr. MULLANY: I intend to oppese the
inclusion of a clause sueh as this in the
Electoral Act, for the reason that I believe
the Electoral Act should deal solely with the
machinery for filling positions in the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia. Tf suffigient
power does not exist under the Police Act to
prevent individuals, or organising gangs
from attempting to interrupt a speaker at
political meetings then the Aet should be
amended to provide for that. Sueh an
amendment as this should not be allowed
to appear in the Electoral Act. Hon. mem-
bers will see from the wording of the
clanses that they apply only to Parliamen-
tary election meetings held within the
State.  This elause would not apply to =&
meeting held in connection with a conserip-
tion referendum, If there is sufficient
machinery in existence to-day to deal with
important public matters outside Parliamen-
tary elections, where is the necessity for
bringing into the Electoral Act provisions
for the punishment of persomns endeavouring
to break up pelitical meetings? We shall
be establishing a dangerous precedent if we
put into the Electoral Aet what should ap-
pear in the Police Aet. If we have not
sufficient power under the Police Aect then
that is the Aect which should be amended.
Nothing has taken place at elections to jus-

tify us in including the proposed drastic
powers in this Bill. I am going to oppose
the amendment and I hope hon. members
will see the danger of permitting sueh a
clause to remain.

Mr, PILKINGTON: I do not guite wun-
derstand why this clause has been suggested
by another place. If anything of this kind
is to be regarded as an offence at a political
meeting, then it should be regarded as an
offence at any meeting. Tt would be a dis-
astrous thing to suggest that we must make
something an offence at a political meeting
which wonld net be an offence at any other
meeting, Tt scems to me most important
that the liberty of those who attend a meet-
ing to express themselves as clearly and vig-
orously as possible should be preserved, and
this should be the case particularly at poli-
tical meetings. The clanse appears to wme
to be a most strange one and I shall cer-
tainly vote against it.

Mr, PICKERING: Is there any provision
in the Police Aect which permits of the re-
moval of disorderly persons from public
meetings? Last Friday I attended a land
tax meeting and I saw a man removed
merely because he asked a question.

The PREMIER: T do not know why the
Electoral Act should be chosen for an
amendment such as that proposed by the
Legislative Counecil. I do not know that
there is any more likelihood to be disorderly
conduct at electoral meetings than any other
meetings. Already provision exists in the
Police Aet for dealing with persons who do
not behave themselves at meetings and the
penalty in the Police Act is greater than
that wbich the Legislative Council propose
to provide in this suggested clause. 1 do
not see that there is any necd for the inser-
tion of this amendment and it is certainly
not warranted by reason of any disorder
which has taken place at our election meet-
ings. So far as I know they have always
been carried out in a most orderly manner.

Question put and negatived; the Council's
amendment not agreed to.

Resolution  reported,
adopted.

A committee consisting of the Attorney
General, Hon, T. Walker and Mr. Mullany
drew up reasons for not agreeing to the
amendment.

Reasons adopted, and a MMessage accord-
ingly returned to the Council.

and the report

AXNUAL ESTIMATES, 1917-18.
In Committes of Supply.

Resumed from the previpus day; Mr. Stubbs
in the Chair.

Lands Department, Hon. ¥, B. Lefroy,
Minister; the Honorary Minister (Hon. F. E.
8. Willmott) in charge of the votes.

Vote—Lands and Surveys, £46,131:

Hon, T. WALKER (EKanowna) [533]: I
am not going to detain the Committee long,
but T want to make two protests, First of all
T am pot satisfied with the Lands Department
being under what I may call divided control.
However much the Honorary Minister and the
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Premier are in agreement, in the administra-
tion of the office, one has to take the respon-
gibility for what the other does. It is more or
less ocutside the funetions of constitutional
government, to have a responsible Minister
holding a portfolio and another Minister in an
honorary charncter, performing all the work,
or the bulk at least; the real Minister who
holds the portfolio of Lands heing more or
less a rubber stamp, giving the signature where
the Statute reguires it, but in all other re-
spects leaving the administration of the
Lands Department to the Honorary Minister.
I do not think thig is altogether satisfactory,
more particularly when we know one of the
Ministers is of rather an erratic disposition—
I say it with all respect. He is one of those
who governs his intellect by his feelings and
his brain is secondary to his emotions. 7That
is a wrong method of guidance in important
departments of State like the Lands.

Mr. Thomsgon: This is pouring e¢il on
troubled waters.

Hon. T. WALKER: [ do not know many
more important departments than the Lands.
The whole future of the State has to depend
on the management of our great public terri-
tory. [t is very easy mot only to formulate a
wrong policy, but to so wrongly administer it,
that land settlement becomes a farce. Tt is
quite possible that mal-administration in this
public asset will drive people off the land in-
stead of inviting them fo scttle, and if ever
there was a time when we needed cool heads
and extensive brain eapacity, it is now, for
never was there sueh a trying period in the
Lands administration. A great area has been
practically left withont any settlers at all
from the fact that men have gone to the war
and their farms have been thrown into the
hands of the Agricultural Bank. We need
some keen brain to see how the full comse-
quences of that may be avoided or repaired,
and I estimate, if we have two DMinisters,
neither of them giving as it were their com-
plete attention to the matter, one relying more
or less on the other, we cannot have that care-
fulness of action and a well-defined poliey.
Moreover, we are on the eve of having to do
more, or trying to do more, with our lands
than any past history has given us occasion
for. We will have by and by unot omly our
own soldiers who have left the land, but others
who have left other employment find their
former employment closed to them, on their
return, seeking to settle on the land, and we
have given a general idea to all those who are
fighting, that if we cannot do anything else for
returned soldiers we ean at least settle them
on the land. We want more than an Honorary
Minister giving attention to a matter of this
kind. We want 2 strong man in that depart-
ment devoting his whole time to it and taking
the full responsibility for it, otherwise we are
going to have dissatisfaction of a strong
character., When our soldiers come hack—
and it is not only our soldiers, but if the
people of FEngland, Scotland, Ireland and
‘Wales have their way we shall have a flood of
immigrants bere seeking land—the returned
soldiers of these places will have their usval
avenues of employment cot off from them,

Their tastes will have been altered in conse-
quence of what they have passed through in
the terrible ordeal in which they are now en-
gaged, and they will seek for mew homes and
new ventures and doubtless we shall have to
make provision for a large number of them
who will come here. What has been done?
What has been accomplished?  We have it
now presented to the Assembly that the lands
of the State ean pretty well be neglected and
ignored. The responsible Minister can attend
to other fumetions and duties and a sort of
shadow brought in to do the work which is not
satisfactory, T enter my protest apainst
system of management of that part of our
State which is to build the future of Western
Australia, T have one other protest to make
and that is against the method of the appoint-
ment of Mr. King. T have not a word to say
against Mr. King personally. I have known
him: for years and I know him to he a capahle
and energetic public servant, but T want to
know how he came to get his dual position of
Surveyor General and Under Seeretary for
Lands, not against all comers beeause they
were Kept out of it, they were not allowed to
make application for the position, but the
position was filled practieally in seerot. [
want to know what inflnenge had Mr. King
that he was able to get his own terms as to
salary and an exalted position, to the depriva-
tion of others who were applicants for the
positien. What sinister or other influence was
there at work? Had Mr. King friends in the
Government? Was it a friendly aect, or was
it an obligation for some past gervice, or had
he wormed himself into the affections of mem-
hers of the Ministry, or were there even closer
ties than that? Was there any position of
blood relationship? I think the Committee should
know what weve the motives that moved so
suddenly, without time for rivals to coms into
the fiell, without any chance of otliers makiny
application, what motives led the Government
to this suddenness and to this favouritism, for
it canmot nppear in any other light? We have
pasted a Publie Serviee Act for the purpose
of preventing favouritism, to destroy the pos-
sibility of nepotism. The Public Service Act
was passed to prevent undue favouritism and
undie influence in the attainment of employ-
ment of an exalte? and important character,
and in that respect and perhaps ouly in that
regpect is the Publie Service Act important,
but the Public Service Act has been ignored
in this instanee, it has been violated. The
public service has a strong grievance. Tn con-
neetion with every other appointment notice
must, by the regulations, be given to the
publie service. We have to see what men in
the public service are available, and we bhave
to give to all available a chance of applying.
These regulations have the force of law, I
am obliged to say that this appointment has
the appearance of an actual violation of the
law of tha land.

The Premier: Will the hon. gentleman sav
how it is a violation of the law?

Hon. T. WALEKER: By the omission to
advertise and call for applications. I know
that sometimes the Public Service Commis-
sioner may strain & point.
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The Premier: Does the hon. gentleman
mean to say that the Public Service Commis-
sioner violated the law?

Hon. T. WALKER: I say that by the fail-
ure to call for applications for this post, the
law was violated, undoubtedly.

The Premier: Will the hon. gentleman point
that out by a reference to the Puoblic Service
Actl

Hon. T. WALKER: It is the regulations
whieh provids for notification of the vacanecy
of any post, and for advertising such vacancy,
and allowing time so that everyone fitted for
the post, or eonsidering himself e¢ligible for
the post, may apply. It is in that respect 1

consider the law has been violated, And 1
want to know, why? The member for Guild-
ford interjected something to the effeet,

““Was not Mr. King the best man?’’ I am
uot in a position to judge of that.

Mr. Davies:
nissioner is.

Hon. T. WALKER: Not neecessarily. I sub-
mit that there were other men entitled to that
post, and quite qualified te fill it. There were
men who could have applied for the Surveyor
Generalship, men fully entitled to it by years
of service, men whose fitness for tho post can-
not be doubted. There were men who had
served under Mr. Clifton in the Lands De-
partment and were fully entitled to the Under
Secretaryship of that department. What
motives were behind the Government inei-
dentally when, without advertisement, without
information to the public service generally,
these two positions were combined and Mr.
King got the dual position at precisely the
salary he asked for? T want to know how
these coincidences occurred, and what motives
were behind them? It iz idle to say there
were not men fit for either one or the other
position; and I question very much whether,
when everything is considered, we bave saved
money by making the dual appointment;
whether it would not have been more econom-
ical to take the usual course and appoint a
Surveyor General whose fitness could not be
doubted and alse an Under Secretary for
Lands whose fitness could not be doubted. It
is an injustice that those men, whose years
of loyal service—as so ably pointed out last
night by the member for North-East Fre-
mantle —entitled them to fair and just treat-
ment, should in this manner be deprived of
what may be considered their rights—rights
which they obtained when entering the ser-
vice, and which they have strengthened by
faithful performance of duty. That is not
the way to get good service. It is a return to
the old days before the Public Serviee Act.
Tt is ignoring and putting aside that Aet. If
the Aet is to he disregarded, let us do it
openly and frankly; let the Government come
down with the necessary Bill and ask Parlia-
ment to repeal the Public Service Aect. But
what right have the Government to treat the
Public Service Act as a perfect nullity, simply
because there is someone applying for a place
at a ceriain salary who is not only well kanown
to, but in some way has become ingratiated
into the hosom of, certain members or all the
memhers of the Ministry? -

But the Public Service Com- -
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The Minister for Mines: Do you suggest Mr.
King is a blood relation to all the members
of the Ministry?

Hon. T. WALKER: XNo.
he could be.

The XMinister for Mlines:
how far you were going.

Hon. T. WALKER: But is there any blood
relationship? 1 want to know that. It is a
phenomenon when such things can happen in
this age, an age in which we pride ourselves
on government accordiag to law, and in accord-
ance with precedent, and with a strict sense
of honour aud responsibility.

Hou, J, MITCHELL (Northam} [5.52]: [
ant very pleased indeed to ohserve that hon.
members opposite realise that from the land
must come our future prosperity. I have been
hopeful for the past 18 months that some act-
ivity would he displayed in preparation for
the time when inen will come to settie on our
lands. The Ministry know that we have re-
patriation to attend to, and that we shall
have, in any ease, a considerable number of
men desirous of going on the land. The laat
speaker pointed out that there ia nothing for
them to do but go upon the land. Ta the not
very distant future some of the suburbs
around Perth will be more or less deserted,
because there will not be work to keep the
people in the metropolitan area. History will
repeat itself. Just as in Melbourne, a decade
or two ago, people were forced into the coun-
try to get what work they could, so the same
state of affairs will obtain here. We should
be prepared for it when it does come, Per-
sonally, T shall welecome the time when peo-
ple leave the eities to go upen the land. Re-
patriation is our responsibility: the honour
of the State is bound up in this work, T wish
to see the guestion made a broad quesiion. T
desire that a sufficient number of blocks of
first-elass land—Government land as far as
possible—should be made available, My opin-
ion is that we shall get immigrants in large
numbers from the Old Country. The people
of the Old Country have made it quite clear
to us that thev are willing to emigrate to this
State; and I know the Wilson Government
made it ¢lear to the peopte of the Old Country
that we would weleome them with both hands
and be fully prepared to receive them. T
daresay the present Government have re-
peated that intimation, theugh I do not know
it. XNow, what 1s the use, unless we are pre-
pared, of allowing these people to come here?
We know that when the tide sets this way—
just as it did in Canada—we must be ready.
Tn Canada scttlement hung fire for 20 vears,
just as it has done in this State; and just as
the tide of immigration eventually flowed to
Canada, it will flow into Western Australia.
TUnless we are prepared, we shall have diffi-
culty in coping with the influx of people.
Some of our country is difficult to survey,
and difficult to supply with roads and rail-
ways. Those are not things to be donoe in a
hurry., For instance, we cannot have surveys
done in the South-West during winter. The
work, however, must be carried out, What-
ever land is available near the railways, close
to the city of Perth, or about the hills repre-

[ do not see how

I did not know
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sented by the member for Swan, should be
cut up as speedily as possible. Some expense
will have to be faeed in that connection, but
the amount will appear on the Estimates, The
appointment of Mr. King to the dvnal position
of Under Seceretary for Lands and Surveyor
General has been discussed this afternoon.
First of all, T desire to protest against the
amalgamation of the two offices. The dnal
position iz not workable. It was tried in
Soutit Australia and, | understand, did oot
work well. TIf the present were all we had
to consider, then half a dozen appointments
vould be rolled into onme without any danger
to the State. But the present condition of af-
fairg will wot last, I hope the Minister for
Lands intends to become active in land set-
tlement extending from the Kimberleys to
the South-West. The whole work of settling
and developing our broad acres is on the
Minister and his department, and the Sur-
veyor General is the man who will have to do
the greater portion of the work, T lave
pointed out more than once in this Chamber
that surveys must precede settlement and pro-
duetion. And the surveyors must work under
the Surveyor General. His is a very big job
indeed. Notice has been given to-day of the
introduction of a Bill dealing with pastoral
leaseholds. Under the Aect which we are
asked to amend, the Surveyor General must
be a member of the board to fix the rents.

Member: He munst be the chairman,

Hon, J, MITCHELL: It is a most import-
ant task, because even 1n the North our lands
vary, and the rents are to be appraised for
the next 30 years.

Hon, F. E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): Fifteen years.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: XNo; 30 years, Le-
canse under the Act rents can only be raised
to the extent of 50 per cent. at the end of
15 years. Therefore the appraisement will
be for 30 years. That is too linportant a mat-
ter, I think, to be cntrusted to 2 man who
will be overloaded with administrative de-
tails, In such circumstances it cannot, I con-
sifler, he done to satisfaction, The Under Seec-
retary for Lands deals with a great wmany
matters and troubles extending over a good
many years. I suppose the Tands Department
holds 60,000 leases current. Each of these
leases means work, quite apart from other
detail work eonnected with the bhosiness of
the department. That business is a very big
one, and T venture to say that Mr. King will
be mainly engaged on work which conld he
done, and ought to be done, by an under see-
retary,  The member for Kanowna has re-
ferred to the method of the appointment. Tt
was, at any rate, unfortunate, bat T do not
think it was illegal, T believe that nnder the
Act the Public Serviee Commissioner can ap-
point without advertising positions; hut, atill,
T think the procedurc adopted was unfortu-

nate, beeause the first position advertised
was to carry a salary of £600. The
applicants for that position knew

they were applying for a vacancy carrying
that salary. Mr. King, very wisely, T think—
and quite justifiably, T think, too—said, ‘1
am perfectly willing to take the position at
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£804, 7' Mr. King apparently got the dual posi-
tion at £804 without the other apphicants for
the previous position, at the smaller salary,
being notified. The happening is, undoubtedly,
unfortunate, aud one which members may
rightly protest against. If the vacaney was
to be altered from one of £600 per annum to
one of £804, then all applicants should have
bad an opportunity of knowing it. But the
point I do not understand is what considera-
tions induced the Jlinister to deeide in two
or three days upon a dual appointment. Be-
fore causing to be advertised the vacancy of
Surveyor General, he must have thought the
matter out, and must have determined in his
own mind—at least [ hope he did—that the
on¢ position would not work. Having deter-
mined that he would have a combined Sur-
veyor Gencral and Under Seeretary for Lands,
some explanation was needed for the change

‘of fromt in that short space of three days.

The happening is most unfortunate because
men like Mr. Canning and Mr. Camm, as well
as other surveyors, have done yeoman service
to the Lands Department during a time which
was a very bunsy one indeed—during the last
ten or 15 years—and their claims should not
be passed over lightly. 1 have nothing at all
to say againgt Mr. King. [ know he is a very
excellent officer.  Since the membdr for
Kanowna has asked how it is that Mr. King
has found his way into the hearts of the pre-
sent Ministry, let me say that there never was
a Minister since I have been in Parliament
whe did not approve of Mr. King and hold
him in the greatest esteem.

Hon. T. Walker: But not to the extent of
sacrificing the law.

Hon. .JJ. MITCHELL: Bui that is the pesi-
tion. AN those Ministers have recognised that
Mr. King has done very good work. When,
some time ago, it was unecessary to lend assist-
ance to the Public Service Commissioner Mr.
King, and an Under 3Secretary for Lands,
that is beside the mark. Tf the dual appoint-
ment does not work we shall have to appoint
a Surveyor General, who will probably be Mr.
King, and and TUnder Secretary for Lands,
and so there will be no lasting economy. Tf
Mr. King he then appointed Surveyor Gen-
eral, the injustice will be very apparent, be-
cavse I wunderstand the Minister favoured
Mr. Canning when the position was merely
that of Surveyor Gencral. Thesc offices should
not have heen amalgamated, and I do not
think the amalgamation will work. The per-
manent head of the Lands Department will
have a tremendous amount of work to do if
he earries out the wishes of the House; he
will have more than he will be ahle to aecom-
plish. T realise that the Honorary Minister
las been in office only a very few months. T
hope he is going to hecome very aetive, and
that we shall have this country settled. The
Minister comes from the South-West, and so
ought to know gomething about that vast dia-
trict where we have so many thousands of
acres of Crown lands available for soldiers.
As the leader of the Opposition said the other
night, the future of Western Australia de-
pends vpor land setilement. Tt is possible
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for an Honorary Minister to exercise ahsolute
control over the department. As Honorary
Minigter I was for three years in charge of
the Agricultural Department, and my powers
were virtually those of the statutory Minister,
except that the statutory requirements of the
Act bad to be complied with on infrequent
occasions. If my statutory Minister had said
to me, ‘“No, T am not going to put my signa-
ture to that recommendation of yours,?” I
wonld have said, ‘‘Very well, Mr, Statutory
Minister, you can take over the job.'' We
cannot have two Ministers in the one joh.
It is possible for an Honorary Minister to
give as good service as if he were drawing a
salary.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: It is the first time an
Hounorary Minister has heen put in charge of
a department of such importance.

Hon, J. MITCHELL: That is se, but T do
not see how the question of salary can make
any difference to the quality of his work in the
department.

The Minister for Railways: Did you not
have the Lands Department under Premier
Moore?

Hon, J. METCHELL: No, only the Agricul-
tural Department. I think the Premier said the
other night that the Honorary Minister was
working with him. If it is a dual appointment,
like the other dual appoiniment of Under See-
retary and Suorveyor (eneral, I am afraid it
will not work.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: It is necessary to have
it a dual position, becawse we must have the
statutory Minister.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Of course, but the
Premier will leave the Honorary Minister to do
the wark of the department, even to the sign-
ing of all but very few papers which require
the signature of the statutory Minister., The
department will reflect the work of the Honor-
ary Minister and of no one clse. It cannot be
otherwise, because questions come np from hour
to hour and have to be decided by the HHomor-
ary Minister who is on the spot and whe can-
not be conferring with the Premier 20 or 30
times a day. In my experience there was no
trouble whatever about it. My advice to the
Henorary Minister is to howl along and do
things, get the surveyors to work. The surveyors
have been idle for several years. In poiot of
fact, there are very few surveyors available
just now for the work of subdividing lands.
If every available surveyor in the State were
to he employed from to-morrow very little work
coutd be accomplished, because there are so few
surveyors, I doubt if the Minister conld get 20
capable men for the work. I have little more
to say, for it seems futile to discuss items so
late in the year.

Hon. W. C, Angwin:
require reducing.

Hen. J. MITCHELL: There may be some
items to diseuss, hut probably mémbers can
say all they desire to say about them in very
few words, It is impossible in the middle of the
summer, in the ninth month of the financial
year, to deal satisfactorily with the proposals
now hefore us, However, I felt that T could not
allow the discussion to c¢lose without entering
my protest against the appointment to the Jual
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positions of Under Secretary for Lands and
Surveyor General,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Well, enter your preo-
test in a practical way by remaining and vot-
ing.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I think that appoint-
ment was a very serious mistake.

Mr. MUXNSIE (Hanuans) [6.8]: Both
speakers this afternoon have dealt fully with
the appointment of Mr. King to the dual posi-
tion of Under Secretary and Surveyor General.
But for this I wounld have deslt with the ques-
tion at some length. T thoroughly concur with
the protests entered by the member for Kan-
owna (Hon, T, Walker) and the member for
Northam (Hon, J. Mitchell). I do pot know
what influences, if any, were responsible for
the sppointment of Mr. King, but I know that
had that appointment been made during the
regime of the Scaddan Government the then
members of the Opposition, together with the
Fress of the State, would have placarded it
throughout the country as spoils to the vietor.

The Premier: Why spoils to the vietor?

Mr. MUKXNSTE: 1 might ask why hon. mem-
hers now opposite always raised that ery when
our side were in power. Even if a man got a
Jjob with piek and shovel while the Labour Gov-
ernment were in power, the ery went up,
‘‘Bpoils to the victor.”? Here we have ap-
pointed to a highly paid position a gentleman
who, even according to the Premier himself,
was not the most suitable for the post.

The Premier: No, no.

Mr., MUNSIE: Well, that is my interpreta-
tion of what was said. Mr, Canning was fav-
oured for the position of Surveyor General
When amending the Land Act a little time ago
the Wilson Government, through the Attorney
General, called a conference of all patries on
the subjeet of what were known as the pas-
toral clauses. An agreement was arrived at as
to the amending of those clauses, The principal
ohjection raised to the Bill by the then Op-
position was the re-granting of those leases till
1948 without first having a classification of
the lands. In deference to this the Attorney
General drafted a new clause which provided,
as pointed out by the member for Northam,
that the Surveyor General shall be chairman of
the classification board, If Mr. King is going
to attempt to cope with the duties of Under
Sceretary for Lands, Surveyor General, and
chairman of that reclassification board, he will
be a pretty busy man for a few years to come.
Although Mr. King is regarded as a capable
survevor, yet we have other men who have had
longer experience at snrvey work tham has Mr.
King and who might even eclaim to be more
capable af their work than is Mr, King. In
any case, Mr. King has not done any surveying
within the last 10 or 12 years. One wonld think
that the man most suitable for the position of
chairman of that reclassification hoard would
be the man with the most practiral knowledge
of survering,

The Premier: No man has a more practical
knowledge than has Mr. King.

My, MUXNSIE: Perhaps 80, but it was
gainedl a long time ago. Tor the chairman of
that board to give a fair decision it is neces-
sary that he should have some knowledge of the
land.
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The Premier: Mr. King has an extensive
knowledge of the land; he has been all over
the State.

Mr. MUNSLIE: His knowledge might be
even better if he had been engaged in survey
work within the last 10 or 12 years. We have
had the admission by the Honorary Minister
(Hon. F. E. 8. Willmott) that land settlement
has fallen off considerably within the past year.
In view of this, I desire to enter a protest
against the re-opening of the distriet land
offices, involving an unnecessary expenditure, I
will not say that those offices would not be
warranted if there was sufficient work for the
district officers, but when land settlement is
practically at a standstill, it is wrong for the
Minister to take a step which involves totally
unnecessary expenditure.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. MUNSIE: I wish to say a word or
two in regard to repatriation. My sym-
pathy goes out to the Minister controlling
the repatriation scheme, whetber in this
Government or any other Government of the
Commonwealth, I realise the enormous task
that such a Minister has m front of him
with regard to the future reptariation of
our soldiers. So far as these Estimates are
coneerned, I would remind hon. members
that the Minister gave us to understand
that there were very few applications for
land up to date on the part of returned sol-
diers. That can readily te accounted for.
The men who are returning now are those
who are returning s a resnlt of wounds or
sickness, and most of them are unfifted fo
go upan the land. The applications for land
will, therfore, be very few indeed for the
present. I believe while the present system
of the indiscriminate repatriation of soldiers
is in vogue, that we will always have few
applieations ecoming forward. 1 am abso-
Jutely opposed to the repatriation proposals
which have been put forward up to date
with regard to the Nornalup Inlet. 1 do
not say this as in any way detrimental to
that part of the State, or the land at Norn-
alup, but T am oppoesed to this particularly
beeaunse of the lack of facilities for carry-
ing the produce to market. I have said in
this Chamber before that the Engineer-in-
Chief, when asked what the probable cost
of constructing a railway to link up the
Nornalup Inlet with the present system
would be, gave his estimate as £200,000.
We know that we have not £200,000 to
spend in building a railway. 1 am also of
opinion that there are other methods which
can be brought into operation more suitable
for the repatriation of our soldiers on the
land than the Nornalup Inlet proposition.

Mr. Thomson: What do you suggest?

Mr. MUNSIE: I will tell the hon. mem-
ber directly. Even from the small commit-
tee which was appointed from this Honse
to deal with the question of the repatriation
of five soldiers on the Riverton Estate, we
learned something. The evidence was very
informative. It does seem strange to me
that the departmental officers who gave evi-
dence before that committee indicated that
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very little had been done in regard to the

repatriation of our soldiers on the land.
My, Camm, the officer who has been ap-
pointed in eharge of the repatriation

scheme, put forward a suggestion to the
committee—I did mot know whether this ap-
pears in the evidence for I believe it was
gaid more in conversation—that a classifica-
tion of all lands within five miles of oxist-
ing railways should he made at the earliest
possible moment. I understand that this
snggestion has been sent on to the Minister.
[ would like to go further than Mr. Camm
and urge uwpon the Minister to take another
aspeet of the case seriously into considera-
tion, I believe that Mr. Camm’s proposal is
only to have am investigation made with
regard to the lands which are at present
available to the Government, such as re-
serves or Crown lands adjacent to our rail-
ways. I wish the Government to go so far
as to make a classification of all lands within
close proximity to our existing railways.

Mr. Thomson: With a view to resuming
them?

Mr, MUNSIE: Yes, if necessary. TUn-
doubtedly in the early days the best land
was taken up. I do not desire to do any-
one an injustice who has Jand adjacent to
our railways, but from the evidence that we
had before the select committee it appears
that the Government have diffieulties there
because immediately inquiries are made,
particularly by a Government officer, as to
the suitability of land owned by private
individuals for the purpose of repatriation
up goes the price at least 50 per cent. Thisis
a question which the Government will have to
take into consideration, T honestly helieve
that they will have to adopt measures similar
to those introduced in the House four years
ago. The Treasurer wants money. One good
means of getting money is through the land,
and the system introduced by the Tabour
Government was a fair gystem. This was
that every owner of land was to be made his
own valuator for the purposes of taxation, the
Government having the right reserved to them
to resume such land for repatriation purposes
upon an inerease of 10 per cent. on the taxa-
tion valuation.

Mr. Broun: A valuation has been made by

the Tederal authorities of all agricultural
lands.
My, MUNSIE: T am not in the least

alarmed that private owners who possess land
which is wanted for repatriation purposes
will place too high a value on their land for
taxation purposes and by that means keep it
away from the Government, because T feel
sure that they will only put a fair valee upon
their land on acecount of the taxation thaey
will have to pay. If an owner of land puts
a fair value upon his property, he will not
object, when the Government come along to
resume it at an inerease of 10 per cent., over
and ahove his own valuation. T hope the
Minister will consider this point of having a
classifieation made of all lands, and will po
so far as to get particulars showing the pur-
poses for which the land so classified is suit-
able, Our greatest diffienlty in regard to our
finances is brought about by the fact that our
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railways are not paying. Much of this is due
to our past land policy. The member for
Northam (Hon. J. Mitehell), who is known
as the breezy optimist, so far as land settle-
ment is concerned, was quite prepared to make
all provisions for men to take up land any-
where in Western Australia, irrespective of
water supply or railway communication.
That went on for some time, aml, although he
obtained a considerable amount of settlement,
the State as a whole has suifered ever sinee.
T do contend that by getting this land classi-
fieation there will be found to be ample room
for the settlement of thousands of people
nlong existing railways, without the neeessity
of building another mile of railway. We must
have our land settled if we are going to make
our railways pay.

Mr. Thomson: Why are not people on much
of this land already?

Mr. MUNSIE: 1 do mot know why these
lands are not being ocenpied to-day, but I am
perfectly =atisfied, and the hon. member knows
this himself, that there are thousands of acres
of land along our existing railways, really
good land, which c¢ould be put to almost any
use and on which there are now probably only
ong or two sheep running.

Mr., Harrison: Do you refer to the alien-
ated lands?

Mr. MUNSIE: There is no question about
that so far as the alienated Jands are con-
cerned,

Mr. Thomson: I was referring to the other
clasy of land.

Mr, MUNSIE: One has ounly to go from
Perth to Bunbury to see thonsands of acres
of fairly good land adjacent to our railways,
upon which only a few sheep are runaing.
If we are going to make the State prosperous,
and our returned soldiers happy and making
a living for themselves and their families, we
must get hold of land adjacent to our rail-
wayy and the markets.

Mr. Harrison: What is
getting hold of such land?

Mr. MUNSTE: My method is to wmake the
individval who owns the land bhis own
valuator.

Hon. P. Collier: Take it, of course,

Mr. Broun: I wish the Taxation Depart-
ment wounld take my property to-morrow on
my valuation with 10 per cent. added; I would
not be there long if they would do so.

Mr. MUNSIE: The bon. member may have
had his land valued for him, and may not have
valned it himself.

Mr. Broun: At my valuation.

Mr, MUNSIE: That may be too high.

Mr. Broun: It is below that which is placed
on it by the Federal Department. They ean
have it for 10 per cent. more.

Mr. MUNSIE: Thousands of acres of land
are held by private owners in this State, and
when these persons are asked to put in their
land-taxation returns they value their land at
500 per ecent. Jess than they would ask for it
if ane went to bny it.

Mr. Harrison: How do you figure it out?

Mr. MUNSIE: We had an instance in this
House in which a man valued his property at
£800 for taxation purposes. When the Gov-
ernment wighed to resume it he asked £4,000

your method of
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for it., This is uot an isolated ¢ase, for there
are dozens of others of the kind.

Mr. Maley: The Commissioner for Taxation
would not accept that valuatién, surely?

Mr. MUNSIE: He did accept it and the
owner paid taxation upon it to that amount.
I <o not say that the price at which the Gov-
ernment were prepared to buy it was the
eorrect value of the land, and believe that the
valuation placed upon it for taxation purposes
was nearer the mark, 1t is strange, in view of
the condemnation of the proposal to settle
five returned soldiers on the Riverton estate,
that when we come to get the views of the
departmental officers placed before the Com-
mittee, we find that these officers know of no
better land in the metropolitan area which
can he obtained for repatriation purposes, If
that is so I hardly see why any objection was
raised to the repatriation of the men on that
land. The Oshorne Park esiate was quoted
by one Government expert who said that it
wias worth up to £60 an acre, but when asked
whether the land the Government had resumed
was better than the 60 acres of the Riverton
ectate, he said he did not think so,

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [7.48]: It is only right that T should
reply to some of the criticisms which have
been made regarding the recent appointment in
the ILands Department. The member for
Kanowna stated that the Public Service Act
had been violated and he also asked what
motives were behind the appointment. T can
assure the hon. member that there were no
motives behind the appointment other than
the interests of the Lands Department and
the public service. The Public Service Act
was not violated and no favouritism was
shown,

Mr. Helman: Why were not the recommen-
dations carried out in the first place?

The PREMIER: I will inform the House of
the whole position. After the lamented death
of the Surveyor General it was necessary to
look out for someone to fill the vaecancy. The
Publie Service Commissioner was asked to eall
for applications. These were invited and a
number of surveyors in the Survey Depart-
ment applied for the position. Mr. King alse
applied for the position.

Mr. Holman: What was the salary men-
tioned ¢
The PREMIER: The salary attached to

the office was £600. Applications came in,
T always had in my mind the advisableness
of amalgamating the offices of Under Secre-
tary and Surveyor General, and I talked the
matter over with Mr. Qlifton. At that time
Mr. Clifton was TUnder Seeretary. He was
unable to fill the position of Surveyor General
becanse he was mot a surveyor. Mr. Clifton
decided to retire from the service, and on his
retirement the whole position was altered. A
reeommendation had been made by the Publie
Service Commissioner that Mr., Canning should
be appointed Surveyor General. 1 returned
that recommendation with this minute—

The appointment of Surveyor General is
an important one and the question is re-
ceiving carefn] consideration at the hands
of the Government.
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In filling the position our desire was to secure
the services of someone with professional and
administrative ability and I went on in the
minute o Bay—
Before definitely coming to a decision I
should like to see whether you couid con-
gider the question of amualgamation of

offices of TUnder Secretary and Sur-
veyor General. We would De glad to
bhave your views on the subject. The

work of the departinent moves around these
two offices to such an extent thai greater
efficiency might be obtained by co-ordina-
tion whereby ali work would filter through
one head endowed with administrative and
professional ability. The settlement of our
lands i3 the mosi important feature in the
permanent progress of the country, so that
nothing must be done to damage the pres-
tige of settlement in the State or to impede
settlement. Please think the matter over
and let me have your views. The district
officers should be made more use of and
this will be better donme through an Under

Secretary-com-Surveyor General.

Mr. Holman: It is a wonder you did not
think of that before.

The PREMIER: I had thought of it.

Mr. Holman: You kept it to yourself.

The PREMIER: I do not know why the
hon. member makes an iuterjection of {bat
gort. I told the House that I had mentioned
the matter to Mr, Clifton himself, It is no
new thing. The files which passed throngh the
hands of the two officers and the minutes
which were built up simply appalled me, and
my opinion at the time was that if we could
find someone with administrative and profes-
sional ability to fill the two positions ¢f Under
Seeretary and Surveyor General, considerable
economy would be effected, and there would
be better administration generally. The
Under Secretary is really the permanent head
of the Department and everything must filter
through him, It was necessary for all
survey matters to be dealt with by the
Surveyor General and then they bad
to be passed onm to the Under Secretary.
All that, I consider, was loss of time.
I never mentioned to the Public Service
Commissioner the question of Mr. King be-
ing appointed to the positoin. The Commis-
sioner in a minute to me said that he had
considered the question while making his
recommendation for the position of Bur-
veyor General, but owing to the faet of
Mr. Clifton being so long Under Secrstary,
he 4id not wish to interfere with that posi-
tion. He did not eonsider it would be wise
then to make a change of that kind, There

were several applications before him for the’

position of Surveyor General and also the
application of Mr. King. Mr. King had
madc a condition that hia salarv should he
£804, and in making his recommendation the
Commissioner could not consider Mr. King
at all, and he recommended a man whom he
considered was best fitted for the position.
Then when this new phase of the question
was placed before him he came to the con-
clusion that it would be better for the sake
of economy and in the interests of the de-
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partment to appoint an Under Secretary-
eum-Surveyor General, Then of course he
had to look out for a man with administra-
tive and professional ability. He did not
consider that any of the officera of the
Lands Department who bad applied for the
pesition had proved their administrative
ability, but Mr. King was a man who had
done so and congsequently he recommended
AMr. King as best fitted to fill the dual posi-
tion. 1 never mentioned the matter to the
Fublic Service Commissioner, although I
know some criticisms have been made with
regard to this appointment. Only the other
day [ asked the Public Service Commissioner
in my oflice whether I bad ever mentioned
to him the name of Mr. King and he replied
that I had not said a single word about it.
The matter was left entirely for the Com-
missioner's recommendation and his choice
fell on Mr. King as being the candidate Dbest
qualified to fill the two positions. Cabinet
thereupon approved of the appointment.
We know full well that in 1599 when I
chose Mr. King to [l the position of Un-
der Secretary for Mines, the Mines Depart-
ment was in a state of chaos. I did not
rest until I got an efficient officer there. The
appointment was made not because T was
personally acquainted with Mr, Kiog. As a
matter of faect T knew very little of him,
but I took the adviece of those who did
know him. Mr. King had been on the gold-
fields filling the position of Chief Imspecting
Surveyor and the Goldfields people, know-
ing his value, advised me to try him in that
position. In two years the Mines Depart-
ment was brought out of a state of chaes
into a condition of perfect order, and Mr.
King has ever since filled che position of

Under Seecretary with satisfaction and
eredit. ‘The year before T left the Mines
Department the Mines Estimates were

passed by the House in 20 minutes, and that
was at a time when all the goldfields mem-
bers were sitting in opposition to me. Noth-
ing but eulogistic expressions were made
with regard to the administration of that
department. It is to be remembered too
that the Mines Department at that period
was working at higher pressure than it had
ever worked in the history of Western Aus-
tralia. Mr. King proved his administrative
ability, and T considered that if we could
combineethe two positions we should have
a man not only with professional, hut with
administrative ability. When the recom-
mendation was made by the Public Service
Commisgioner, Cabinet had no hesitation in
approving of it. Some hon. members have
doubted whether Mr. King was really a pro-
fessional surveyor, but T can assure the Com-
mittee that no man has 3 better record aa
a profesional surveyor than Mr. King. He
started surveying in this State in 1884 and
};emdid a pgreat deal of work on the gold-
elds.

Hon, P. Collier: You will find his initials
on pegs right out baek.
The PREMIER: Mr. King has worked as a

surveyor in different parts of Western Aus-
tralia. It was owing to his professional ability
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that he was appointed chief inspecting sur-
veyor on the goldfields, an important pesition
in those days. Members know the large amouunt
of money surveyors were making in surveying
work in those days on the goldfields. Mr. King
was head of the whole surveying work on the
goldfields. There was more surveving work he-
ing done on the goldfields then than in the rest
of Western Australiz. Cunsequentiy, when the
recommendation was made by the Publie Ser-
viee Commissioner 1 felt we had in Mr. King
a man who had professional and administra-
tive ability to fill the position. T feel sure he
will do eredit to his position in the Lands De-
partment, as he has done eredit to the position
he held in the Mines Department. I had not
spoken to Mr, King on the matter before his
recommendation, but when the recommenda.
tion was made 1 sent for him and said, ‘Do
you feel snre you can carry out the work?’?
He said ‘“1 do; T feel certain I ean.”’

Mr. Green: Everyr man would be prepared
to say that.

The PREMIEER: I know the man well
enough to feel he would not say he eould earry
out the work unless he ¢ould do so. The Lands
Department wanted a new wman who wonld
place the affairs of the department in a better
condition than they are in to-day.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What about the Mines De-
partment?

The PREMIER: The Mines Department ia
in soeh excellent order, owing to the control
by my friend opposite, and myself years ago,
and I feel sure that someone will he found
who will be able to earry on the administra-
tion of that department.

Hon. P. Collier: Anyone conld run it after
our terms.

The PREMIER: Someone will be found who
will he able to do the work properly and give
satisfaction.

Mr. Holman: Mr. King was getting close to
the retiring apge.

The PREMIER: T think Mr. King is 54 or
55 years of age, and if he does five years good
work in the Lands Department he will do well.
Another thing which is most important in the
Lands Department, the Under Seeretary shonld
have a thorough knowledge of the State; he
requires not only administrative ability but a
thorough knowledge of the country which he
has really to control.

Mr. Lambert: What would his prospective
retiring allowance be?

The PREMIER: T (o not regret in the least,
in spite of the eriticism that has been levelled
at the appeintment of Under Secretary and
Surveyor General; T am certain it will be sue-
cessful. The work of the department will be
carried on better and more efficiently and more
economically. T mentioned particularly in mak-
ing the suggestion to the Public Service Com-
missioner that T did not want the Lands De-
partment to Jose prestige. If I thought it would
lose prestige T would not suggest the appoint-
ment. If 1 thonght land settlement would he
in any way interfered with I would not have
sugpested that these two positions shonld be
amalgamated. There has heen this amalgama-
tion elsewhere, but that was not my only rea-
gon for earrying it out here. I felt from my
knowledge of the working of the department
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for 12 months intimately, that it would be good
for the working of the department. The same
svstem holds good in other States of Australia.
I trust members are satisfied that the Govern-
ment have done the best thing possible in the
cirenmstances, With regard to the violation of
the Public Service Act, the Publie Serviee
Commissioner made the recommendation, and
told me it was wnnecessary to advertise the ap-
pointment. e said the applications hal been
sent in and he had selected this man for the
position from among those applicants.

Mr, Lambert: They ought to have known
there was an increase to £800 a year, The posi-
tion was originally advertised at £600 a year.

The PREMIER: Xo one woulid have been
selected from outside the service to fill a posi-
tion of this sort,

Hon. T. Walker: There was an impasition
under different eircumstances.

The PREMTER: The Public Serviee Com-
missioner knows his hook very well, The hon.
member said the Act had been violated, but he
has not shown where it has been violated. 1f
the hon. member had quoted the sections of the
Act then one might have heen prepared to con-
sider the question. It is easy to say that the
Act has been violated, but one requires some
proof.

Hon. T. Walker: There it is; it was a new
position.

The PREMIER: T am satisfied it was not
viglated. T wish to clear up this point. The
Lands Department is now in the control of an
Honorary Minister. Tt has been eriticised on
that aceount. Why an Honorary Minister can-
not control the Lands Department as well as
a portfolioed Minister I cannot understand. If
a memhber of Parliament is good enough to be
an Honorary Minister he should be able to con-
trol any of the departments.

Hon. T. Walker: The anomaly iz in not
being able to fix the responsibility.

The PREMIER: The hon. member knows
that an Honorary Minister has no portfolio,”
He has to administer some department, and
come under a portfolioed Minister, An Hon-
orary Minister has been placed in eharge of the
Tands Department. Tt would be impossible for
the Premier to be continually administering his
own department and properly control the Landa
and Agricultural Departments. That was an
arrangement made by myself with the ap-
proval of my colleagnes. T am perfectly satis-
fied the Lands Department will be well admin-
istered by my colleague. I recognise full well
the importance of this great department. I
yield to no one in my opinion as to the settle-
ment of land in Western Australta, and how
the future of the country depends on the settle-
ment of our vast areas. The thing is to induce
people to come here. We hoast of our enormous
territory, but rocks and sand are not the
strength of a country. It is men who are the
strength of the country; it is men we want. If
we get the country settled and ecreate a ycoman
class that will be the pride of the country in
vears to come we will have done something.
The time is not opportune yet, but if we have
an opportunity in the future, with the assist-
ance of my colleague, I feel certain the settle-
ment of the Jand in the country will not suffer
at his hands or mine,
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Mr., GREEN (Kalgoorlie) [8.10]: I regret
to find in this department the promise from
the Treasurer with reference to economy is
not manifest in any particular.- I there is
any department in the State that is suffering
a setback on account of the war it is the
Agricultural Department.,  Yet, we find not-
withstanding the fact that the area under
wheat in 1916 was 1,734,000 acres in 1917 it
was 1,560,000 aecres, or 167,500 acres less in
the one year,

Mr, Maley: I rise to a point of order. I
wis speaking last night on the Depariment of

Agrieulture and was not allowed to proceed.
" The CHAIRMAN: The hon. member will
confine himself to the Lands Depurtment,

Hon. P. Collier: If you rule the hon. niem-
ber out of order I shall have to dissent from
your ruling. If a member may not refer to
the area of land under cultivation what may
he refer to? We are dealing with the Esti-
mates and the member was giving statistigs
of the land under cultivation, If he cannot
touch on that subjeet and you rule him out of
order, T must dissent from your ruling.

The CHAIRMAN: I was endeavéuring to
give every latitude to members. I have be-
fore me the Estimates of the Minister for
Lands, and the amount of money to be dealt
with in that department, I was endeavour-
ing to confine the debate at the present time
to the administration of the Launds Depart-
ment, and when we come to the Department
of Agriculture to confine the debate to that
departinent. Mr. Maley has risen to a point
of order, because he was checked last evening
for {ebating the Agricultural vote.

Mr. GREEN: I would not expect any
member who has any idea of the procedure
of the House to raise the objection which the
member for Greenough has raised, but I for-
give him for his inexperience. I want to
make clear the point I desire, and which
vitally affects the iuterests which the hon.
member who bas interrupted me is supposed
to represent in this Chamber. The area of
land in one year under crop has decreased by
167,500 acres, and that being so we should
immediately recognise that there is no neces-
sity for an inerease in the vote for the Min-
ister for Lands. We find, however, that the
vote for last year was £44,315, whereas the
Estimate for this year is £48,780, or an in-
erease of £5,465. T regret that the Treasurer,
who no doubt made his influence felt on
several of the departments, has evidently not
had the time to insist that the Lands De-
partment Estimates should be cut down in
accordance with the dwindling position of the
industry this year. If agriculture continues
to decrease at the rate of the past 12 montha
we shall soon find it in a parlous condition. I
recognise that the decrease is due largely to
the war, but T wish to point out that from
1912 t{o 1916 the average annual increase has
been 280,000 acres. Taking that legitimate
increase which should have acerned in normal
times, and adding it to the decrease, we find
that Western Australia now has 448,000 acres
less under wheat than should be the case in
normal conditions. There is a detrease of
one-third of the country under wheat from

[ASSEMBLY.]

what we might have expected had there been
no war.

Mr. Themson: But you do not attribute the
whole decrease to the war?

Mr. GREEN: I hope it is due solely to the
war. If it is due to the natural development
of the State thea the land of Western Aus-
tralia ia not all that we have been told it is
by the Qountry party. I am prepared to as-
cribe the decrease entirvely to the war, How-
ever, these have been unusual times; and—
to use the language of the demi-god at whose
shrine fhis geutleman offers up his prayers
—“in this grave national emergeney’’ it is
necessary for the Government of the day to
cut into the Estimates in accordance with the
decline of the agrieultural industry. Yet we
find several large increases in this vote.

Mr. Thomsen: Would you favour a decrease
in the Mines vote?

Mr. GREEN: There iz a decrease in the
Mings vote this year, The vote now under
discussion contains several matters on which
I propose to toueh later. Oue of those mat-
ters is the large expenditure at Bridgetown.
I have heard of Bridgetown, which is adorned
by the fact that an Honorary Minister re-
presents the electorate, in which the eity of
Bridgetown—if city it he—flourishes. I shall
be very anxious, however, to know how it is
that in this particular distriet of Bridgetown
there lLas been sueh an enormous inerease in
Lauds Department cxpenditure. I regret
that the Premier was unable to convince me
that the appointment of Mr. King to the posi-
tion of Surveyor General and Under Secretary
for Lands is justified. If an Under Secretary
is to be taken from another department, as
was doue in the case of Mr. King, and placed
over the heads of men like Mr. Morris and Mr.
Canning, the effect upon the staff will be to
make them feel that the Western Australian
Government serviee is not ome in whieh a
man ought to give his best, The Premier
has heard ‘‘whisperings from little birds.”’
Let me tell the hon. gentleman something le
knows well—that if an appointment of this
eharacter had been made by the Labour Gov-
ernment, with c¢ertain surroundings to which
the member for Kanowna {ILon. T. Walker)
has referred this afternoon

The Premier: I think the hon. member should
state exactly what the surroundings are.

Mr. GREEN: The surroundings mentioned
by the member for Kanowna, who referred
to blood relationship.

The Premier: There is no blood relationship
at all; ahsolutely none.

Mr. GREEN: I am very pleased to hear it.
I trust there is ne relationship by either mar-
riage or blood.

The Premier: You have no right to make
insinuations such as those unless you know
what you are talking about.

Mr. GREEXN: I would like the assurance of
the Premier, so that the country may be glea.r
upen the matter. I would like the Prem:e_r’s
agsurance that Mr. King is no blood relative
of his,

The Premier: Absolutely none.
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Mr. GREEXN: I am pleased to hear it, and
I think I have done a service to the Premier
in coming to the point upon which——

The Premier: That would not affect the
position if he was a good man.

Mr. GREEXN: Quite so. Put let us not side-
track the question. Throughout the country
there has been more than whispering, in sev-
eral quarters, regarding this appointment. It
has been said—I am not saying it, but it has
been said—that one of the reasons for Mr.
King’s appeintment is that he is a relative of
the Premier. We have had the Premier’s as-
surance that tbat is not the case, and I wil-
lingly accept the assurance.

The Premier: You unsed the worda ‘*blood
relation. *’ ’

Mr. GREEN: I understand, then, that Mr.
King is a relative. That hardly alters the
position; indeed, it gives some reason for the
complexion which rumour, spreading through-
out the country, has placed unpon the appoint-
ment. I have the very highest opinion of the
Premier’s probity, as I have stated on several
oceasions; and I do not believe that relation-
ship had anything to do with the appointment.
But, in the ecircumstauces, the Premier of a
country requires to be particularly eareful to
see that the conditions under which publiz
servants perform their work should mnot be
disturbed by favours being extended to a re-
lative of the Premier himself. I want to
know what is the matter with Mr, Morris?

The Premier: Mr, Morris is not a surveyor.

Mr. GREEN: Mr. Morris was the late
Under Becretary’s chief assistant, though it
is true he is not a surveyor. However, I doubt
the wisdom of appointing a gentleman from
another department, with which he has been
conversant for many years, to an entirely new
department, and so pushing aside Me, Morris,
against whom no word has been said by the
Premier, against whom no charge has ever
been made, who is absolutely one of the best
men I ever met in the Lands Department. 1
always found that Mr. Morrig eguld be ap-
proached on every occasion; and not only was
he courteous, but he was able to grasp any
matter presented to him. T do not desire to
mention certain Under Secrefaries by name,
but I say that Mr, Morris compares with them
as an electric light compares with a candle,
In the circumstances. I consider the overlook-
ing of Mr. Morris’s claims to be scandalous,
If the objection is raised that a surveyor was
wanted, how is it that Mr. Canning’s elaims
were overlooked? Mr. Cannping is a surveyor
who was in the department. In erder to ob-
tain a surveyor, it was not necessary to hring
a man from another department, seeing that
AMr. Canning was already in the Lands De-
partment, I am satisfied that, notwithstand-
ing the conspiracy of silence in the Press with
regard to the misdeeds of the present Govern-
ment, this matter will require a good deal of
clearing up, and that in the immediate future,
Let me say, too, that the Honorary Minister
(Hon. F. E. 5. Willmott) appointed Mr,
Camm to deal with repatriation mattera, T
have nothing to say against Mr. Camm, who
is an excellent officer and who did excellent
work in the Industries Assistance Board.

[30]

Hoon. P. E. §. Willmott (Hoporary Mipis-
ter): 1s he a blood relation of mine?

Mr. GREEX: I do unot believe he is, but he
resided in the Honorary Minister’s electorate.
L did not wish to mention that eircumstance,
but the Honorary Mipister has drawn it from
me, 1la my opinion, the Homnerary Minister
might have caused inquiry to be made whether
it would be possible to secure a returned
soldier to place in that position,  There are
some thousands of returned soldiers in the
State, and if applications had been called from
amongst them in the first instance, and then
if no reliable men had been available amongst
them, the Minister would have been justified
in appointing Mr. Camm. But the appoint-
ment of a returned soldier to Mr., Camm’s
position might have been the beginning of a
system for the general employment of re-
turned soldiers in a department where sympa-
thetic treatment of returned soldicrs and
knowledge of the requirements of returned
soldiers are absolutely necessary., Whilst on
the question of refurned soldiers, let me deal
briefly with the question of repatriation. T
do not propose to twit the Government with
not having deme anything for repatriation.
It is easy to find fault, or to make saccusa-
tions of neglect, in a matter of that kind., I
recognise that the scheme of repatriation will
require considerable time and work and funds
before it can be brought into operation., Let
me sound a note of warning in eonnection with
repatriation proposals, Let me sound that
note of warning by expressing the hope that
the land scandals in connection with repur-
chased estates which have occurred in South
Australia and elsewhere in the East will at
least not be repeated in Western Australia.
I bave before me a file dealing with the pur-
hase of a portion of the Oshorne Park estate
for repatriation purposes. I was the means
of having the file placed on the Table of the
Houge, and a perusal of it makes rather in-
teresting reading. In my opinion, it leaves
the wisdom of the Government very much open
to question as regards this purchase of portion
of the Osborne Park estate.

The Minister for Mines:
blood relationship?

Mr. GREEN: No; simply of blundering.
In the first place, this land was offered to
Mr. Underwood, when an Homorary Minister
in the Labour Government. A Mr. Pearson
saw Mr, Underwood on the 20th March, 1916.
The agents for the estate were Messrs., Lear-
month, Duffy & Co. As a result of the inter-
view between Mr. Pearson and the Honorary
Minister, the latter asked Mr. Pearson to sub-
mit an offer of the estate in writing. This
was done by Learmonth, Dufty & Co. on the
21st October, 1916. They offered the whole
of the estate, some thousands of seres, at €0
per aere. Let me mention that the vapgariew
of the price while this particular firm dickered
with the Government from time to time,
showed that the agents were very anxious fo
effeet a sale, as they ultimately did, in spite
of the fact that the Premier at one period
was dead againgt the purehase. We find that
on the 20th November, 1916, Learmonth,
Duffy & Co. made a definite offer of 135 acres

Another case of
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in the estate at £11 §s. per acre, representing
a rise of £2 5s. on the price at which they had
previously offered the whole estate. That
increage in price is perfeetly understandable.
What strikes me about this file is, not that
certain portions of it have been withdrawn—
sitch is not the case—but that there are in the
correspondence  voids which  suggest that
numerous telephonic messages have passed.
Without this theory it is impossible to under-
stand the difference in attitudes adopted by
the department. In the compilation of a file
there should be a record in writing of every
step in the transaction, On the 15th Febrovary
the ecompany came along with an offer of 132
acres at £15 per acre.

Hon. T. Mitehell: Was that the same land?

Mr. GREEN: Practically the same; be-
canse the officer in charge of poultry had in-
sisted that the land required for the purposes
of poultry and pig rearing should be dry land
and not awamp bottom. It was offered for
£15 per acre. On the same day, this was
recommended by one of the Under Secretaries
for consideration. Upon that the Advisory
Board, consisting of Messrs, Robinson, Cook,
and Connor, were asked to inspect the land.
The board did so and furnished a report,
from which T give only a few excerpts, as
follows:—

After inspection the hoard is of opinion
that the sitnation of the land is suitable
for poultry farming and pig breeding, if
acquired at a reasonable rate, but consider
the price asked for it is excessive, and fur-
ther, that it is more than doubtful as to
the probabdility of any refurned soldier, un-
less specially qualified, making a living
thereon, as there is no swamp whatever.
The board is of opinion that the offer of
the whole of the vacant land in the estate
at a much reduced rate eould be secured,
and it would be prepared te recommend the
purchase of 3,000 acres if a definite price
not exceeding £7 were fixed, as the land
contains a good deal of swamp and so would
afford the means for a more satisfactory
scheme. The board canmot recommendl the
present proposal at the price named,

They recommended that the whole of the
estate, including some swamp land, should he
purchaged at £7 per acre. We find that
Messrs. Learmonth, Duffy & Co. were prepared
to sell the whole of the land at £7 per acre;
and they peinted out that from 1910 to the
31st July, 1916, they had sold 1,727 acres of
this estate at £29 per acre. We would expect
from that, if the Premier had followed the
adviee of the experts sent out to inspect the
land, that his recommendation would have been
to purchase the land at £7 per aere, or that
a price somewhere in that vicinity shonld he
offered for 137 ncres, or whatever he consid-
ered necessary.

The Attorney General: Was not that £7
for the whole of the estate of some 2,000 odd
acres?

Mr. GREEX: Yes, the hoard sent ount to
inspect the land recommended that, in order
to embrace some of the swamp land, it was
advisable to purchase the whole of the estate.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Hon, P. B. 8. Willmott (livnorary Minis-
ter): Was it not for poultry farms?

Mr. GREEN: And for pig raising.

The Premier: No, not pigs.

Hon, F. E. S, Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): Read the file and you will see that the
ponitry expert emphasises the faet that it is
land high and dry.

The IPremier: You cannot keep pigs and
peultry together.

Mr. GREEN: I am not going to be side-
tracked by the Premier, who probably has not
read the file, although he has signed it in two
places. No man in his sane moments would
have put his signature to two entirely opposite
propositions if he had perused the file. WWhen
this matter was presented to the Premier——

The Premier: He turned it down.

Mr, GREEN: Yes, and he said—

The larger offer cannot be entertained at
present, bhut I wish the portion inspected
by me, in company with the Hon. J. Mit-
chell, and Mr. Veryard, M.L.A, to hold
good if at £7 per acre.

That was exactly the proposal of the hoard.
The Premier continues—

Since the inspection referred to, the Min-
ister for Works has informed me that the
Railway Department holds a block along the
line between Subiaco and West Subiace.

And so it goes on. The Premier continues—

This might be obtained for selling to re-

turned soldiers.

On the recommendation of the Premier the
proposgition was turned down. The Premier
proposed that the smaller area should be pur-
chased if possible at £7, but he did not pro-
pose to purchase the whole of the estate.

The Premier: That is not the area picked
out eventually.

Mr. GREEN: Of course it is. Then, with-
in a couple of days, the Premier jumped .Jim
Crow and paid a muech larger amount. The
next communication is from Messrs. Lear-
month, Duffr & Co., dated the 30th May, as
follows:— '

Re Osborne TPark estate.
aceept your verbal offer.

There i no communication of any kind in
writing hetween the (overnment and Lear-
month, Dufty & Co. from the time the Premier
sipned his minute stating that he was only
prepared to take a small portion at £7 per
acre. Evidently there had bheen a few tele-
phenie messages.

The Premier; No telephonic messages.

Mr. GREEN: What was the verbal offer
which the company was prepared to take? If
there is anything ecalevlated to create sus-
picion in the minds of the pubiie it is that
a file should be incomplete.

The Premier: I rather think a letter passed.

Mr. GREEN: There is nothing on the file
to show that any letter passed,

Thé Premier: I know that I knocked them
down £2, .

Mr. GREEN: If this was the best hargain
the Premier could make, I would not trust
him to go to market to buy cabbages for my
household,  The letter from Mesars. Lear-
month, Duffy & Co. ran as follows:—

We herebhy
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We hereby aecapt your verbal offer of
this morning for £12 per acre for 124 acres,
lots 45 to 59 inclusive.

In answer to that the Premier wrofe—

I accept Messrs. Learmonth, Duffy & Co.’s
offer.

That was on the 30th May. The company in
the first instance offered a portion of the
estate at £11 55, per acre. Then they came
down to £7 per acre for the whole of the
estate, and finally they landed the big fish at
£12 per acre. I think the company is
to be congratulated, but I am surprised
that the Premier should have
himself to be bhoodwinked in the matter.
What explanation has the Premier to offerf
The acreage concerncd is somewhere about
the acreage previously asked for. At all
events it is within two or three acres of
it,

The Premier: Obh, no.

Mr. GREEN: I await with
explanation of the Premier.

The Premier: L caunot explain

AMr. GREEN: If the Premier canmot ex-
plain, to whom else shall we turn?

The Premier: I cannot explain because I
cannot speak again on the general discus-
sion.

Mr. GREEN: I think the Commitiee
wottld be prepared to hear the Premier by
way of explanation. T am dissutisfied. 1
am not imputing any motives to the Pre-
mier. There has, however, beon a lack of
business acumen manifested throughout
these pages. Within a few days the Pre-
mier turng down any proposal unless he can
get the whole of the 2,000 acres, and the
incidents which I have related in connection
with the turning down of this property apd
its subsequent purchase for £12 an acre re-
quire an explanation. 1 wish to warn the
Ministry to be very careful in regard to
the re-purchase of estates for repatriation
purposes. It is so easy for a seandal to
arise over matters of this kind, During the
brief time when the gquestion of the repur-
chagse of estates for repatriation purposes
has been before the Chamber this session I
have had placed before wme evidence—
though I am not in a position to prove the
facts—which shows that there bhave been
times when people bave tried to force the
Ministry to go into certain schemes which
wonld have been of immense benefit to the
promoters. T trust that some euplanation
will be fortheoming on this particular point.

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [S8.47]: I thought it had been the
practice in the past on the general debate
upon departmental Estimates that members
could only speak once.

Hon. P. Collier: So it 1s.

The PREMIER: I am informed by the
Chairman, however, that I may speak again.
The hon. member tried to impress vpon the
House the idea that there was something
under-handed in this business,

Mr. Green: 1 say it was a bad business,
that is all

The PREMIER: There was a block -of
land of some 2,000 acres in extent offered to

interest the
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the Government for repatriation purposes.
When I went into tbe Lands Depariment
and the question of repatriation for soldiers
was first mooted applications came in from
people from all parts of Western Australia.
1 had piles of them in front of me. Evety-
one was patriotic, and had land to sell at
a big price. The people said they would not
sell their land at such a low price but for
the faet that it was suitable for returned
soldiers. I furned these applications down
one after the other.

Mr. Munsie: I suppose they were the in-
dividuals who carried flags on their motor
cars. )

The PREMIER: With regard to the land
in question I consider that the price asked
was too high. There is a poultry school at
Subiaco, and the people there were anxious
to get some place on which the students who
had been trained there could be placed. In
company with the poultry expert of the de-
partment, several returned soldiers visited
various parts of the metropolitan area, and
at Jast found a pateh of land at Osborne
Park whichk they considered an ideal spot

for poultry raising. The expert said it
was just the right sort of coun-
try, for om this land green stuff could

be grown and there was o swamp on either
side, whilst the ground itself was dry for
poultry. We offered to buy, I think, 100
acres for a poultry farm. T said that if the
people would let the land go for £7 an acre
I would buy it. That was the price put on
the whole area. They replied that they would
not aceept £7 an acre for only 100 acres out of
the 2,000, and considered that the patch which
had been picked out contained some of the
best of the land in the estate, I think it was
some of the best of the land. I visited the
block, in company with the member for Nor-
tham (Hon., J. Mitcheil), the member for
Leederville (Mr. Veryard), and an officer of
the Lands Department. Sand does not appeal
to me, but on the assurance of the poultry
expert that this was just the place for poultry
farming we negotiated for the purchase of
the bleck. At first, the owners wanted £14
an acre and said they could not give the best
of their land for £7 an acre. That was only
reasonable. T said T wanted it for less, and
offered £12 an acre and told them that the
offer only remained open until that afternoon.
During the afternoon the owners accepted the
offer of £12 an acre, though it bhad heen
valued, I think, at £60 an acre by some peo-
ple.

Mr. Harrison: Was there any road com-
munication with this land?

The PREMIER: There was a good mac-
adamised road running right through the
block, That is what appealed to us. There
is a swamp on either side of the block, and
we knew from that faet that water could
easily be obtained. Hon. members know that
if we take the best land out of 2.000 acres
it is worth considerably more than the whole
block would be worth, I do not know why
hon. members are so fond of thinking that
there is some hanky panky busizess going on.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: We had that sort of
thing for five years from members opposite
wvhen we were in office.

The PREMIER: I have never charged lion.
members opposite with any such thing.

Hon. P. Collier: You are suffering for some
if the sins of your colleagues.

The PREMIER: I have never charged any
hon. member of the House with any error
unless T had clear proof. I am not geing to
hit any man below the belt, and will give
every man credit for honesty of purpose until
I find out something to the coatrary.

Mr. Green: An explanation is a fair thing.

The PREMIER! When the hon, member
finds out that in any of my actions there is
not honesty of purpose, I will give him ful
permisgion, if he has the facts and the truth
of the matter, to proclaim them from the
housetops.

Mr. Green: I am not imputing any bad
motives to the Premier.

The Minister for Works: You used the word
‘4suspicion.’”’ B

The PREMITER: The hon. member used the
word ‘‘suspicion.”” Everything was abso-
lutely above board, and everything was done
that could be done to get the land as cheaply
ag possible. TLet the hon. member put the
people who sold the land into the witness box
so that they may give sworn evidence, and
it will then be found that there was nothing
of the sort that he imputes going on. Tt is
ridiculous for hon. members to make state-
ments like this, It is an insult to the Com-
mittee. T do not look upon it as an ingult to
me because my conscience is elear. 1t is also
an insujt to the Government of the country.
T regret that the hon. member thought it to
make use of sueh expressions,

Hon, W, C. Angwin: We had to snffer in-
sults for five years.

The PREMTER: Tt does not raise the posi-
tion cither of the country or of the respon.
sible Government of the eountry. The mem-
ber for Northam will he able to tell the House
that cverything was fair and above board.
He was a colleague of mine at the time.
Neither he nor T was a party to such action
as is imputed to ws hy the member for Kal-
goorlie,

Mr. GREEN (Kalgoorlie) [8.58]: I would
like to say a few words by way of explana-
tion. T eannot allow the Premier to say that
T imputed to him any charge of dishonesty,
but T would be failing in my duty if after a
perusal of this file, in which it i3 stated that
the Premier on the 11th April gaid he was
against any further payment than £7 and
within a few wecks agreed

The Premier: Seven pounds for the whole
2,000 acres.

Mr. GREEN: Or that portion of the 2,000
acres.

The Premier: Not that portion.

Mr. GREEN: Yes., T am prepared to walk
ount of Parliament to-morrow if the file does
not show that the Premier on the 11th April
snid that he was prepared to give £7 an acre
for that portion of the estate which was ex-
amined by him and the member for Northam.
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The Premier: If vou wanted to sell me a
horse [ might offer you £7 for it to start with.

Mr. GREEN: On the 30th May, £12 was
agreed to and there is nothing on the file to
show that any correspondence took place be-
tween those days,

The Premier: I cannot aceount for that.

Mr, GREEN: That admission laving heen
made by the Premier T consider I am within
my rights, not as an insult to the Committee,
in asking the Premier for an explanation to
account for this big diserepaney.

The Premier: You wani more than an ex-
planation.

Mr. GREEN: No member of this Chamber
wonld charge the Premier with want of hon-
esty, but some peeple may go round and trv
to work o job on the Premier, knowing his
transparent honesty.

Point of Order.

Hon. P. Collier: We ought to know where
we are. T thought the leader of the TFouse
might be permitted to wake an explanation,
but we ought to stop there. I submit that
ne member may speak more than once in the
general discussion on the Estimates,

The Premter: T thought that had heen the
general practice.

The Chairman: For the information of the
Committee T will read Standing Order 386a,

Notwithstanding the provisions of Stand-
ing Order No. 372, no member {except the

Minister, who shall have the right of rveply)

shall speak more than once during (a) a

gencral discussion on the whole of the Esti-

mates held on the firgt vote, (b) a general
discussion on the adwministration of one de-
partment held on the first vote of that de-
partment. In both cases the reply of the

Minister ghall close the debate. Tn all

other cases the rules of debate in Commit-

tee of the whole shall be maintained.
As it seems that we are dealing only with
the vote of the Minister for Lands, no mem-
ber ean speak more than once, under Stand-
ing Order 886a.

The Pramier: J believe that some years ago
the Standing Orders Committee framed a new
Standing Order, reading as follows—

Notwithstanding the provisions of Stand-
ing Order No. 372, no member (except the

Minister, who shall have the right of reply)

shall speak more than once during—(a]?: A

general discussion on the whole of the Ksti-

mates held on the first vote. (b) A general
diseussion on the administration of one de-
partment held on the first vote of that de-
partment. In both cases the reply of the
Minister shall close the debate. Tn all other
eases the rules of debate in Committee of
the whole shall be maintained.
We have been holding a general discussion on
the administration of the Lands Department.
Tt is well that we should know exactly where
we are. Though I how to your ruling, Mr.
Chairman, T hold that the Standing Orider is
perfectly clear, We have been holding a gen-
eral discussion on one department, and that
department is the Lands Department. In that
discussion no member ean speak more than
once cxcept the Minister. who has the right

of reply.
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The Chairman: Last evening Mr. Pickering,
in discussing the vote of the Minister for
Lands, referred to items under the Minister for
Agriculture. I thought it was generally under-
gtood last night that the debate was to be con-
fined strietly to *'Lands and Surveys,’’ aad
that the vote of the Minister for Agriculture
would be dealt with at a later stage. Ever since
then I bave endeavoured to eonfine this discus-
sion to ‘‘Lands and Surveys.”” T thought it
was my duty to give every hon. member the
right to speak more than once, We have been
dealing with this particular Department of
l.ands and Sarveys, which does not cover the
whole of the Minister’s votes.

Hon, T, Walker: Under your ruling, Sir, the
dehate would be interminable. Therefore, un-
less yon sec fit to alter your ruling, Sir, I think
it will be nccessary to test the feeling of the
Houge. The Standing Order appearing between
pages 78 and 79 iz perfectly ¢lear. It has al-
ready been read by the Premier, Under that
Standing Order we debate this vote as if it
were the second reading of a Bill

The Chairman: How does the hon. member
construe paragraph (b) of Standing Order
386at

Hon, T. Walker: T construe it that we have
been discussing generally one or more or all of
the features coming under the administration
of the Lands Department.

Hon. W, ¢ Angwin: The division is **Lands
and Agrieulture.’”’

Hon, T. Walker: It would embrace both, so
that we ean disenss both; but each member
who desires to speak can speak only once. This
is of the nature of a second reading debate. It
is just a similar applieation to the departments
of the principles which we apply to the gen-
eral discussion on the Estimates. The general
discussion on the Estimates is like the second
reading of a Bill; each member is entitled to
speak once and no more, except the Minister,
who has the right to reply at the termination
of the debate. Then, when we get to items, we
change the order; that is to say, any member
can speak as offen as he sees fit.

The Minister for Mines: We go back then
to Standing Order 372,

Hon. T. Walker: I remember the introdue-
tion of this supplementary Standing Order. It
was introdnced for the purpose of limitation
of debate on the pgeneral Estimates and on the
Estimates of departments. Tt was made =2
special provision, 5o that there should be only
one speech delivered by the particular speakers
upon the administration of the department. We
have not yet reached the items; we are only
discussing features of the general administra-
tion of the department; and whilst we are dis-
cussing those features, only ane speech can be
delivered by each speaker. As soon as we lave
finished and have got to the items, then any
member ean speak more than once, but not vn-
til then. If you see the force of what 1 have
said, Mr. Chairman, which is the correct his-
tory of the Standing Order, I will not put the
matter to the House; but if you still persist
that in the general discussion on administra-
tion a member has the right to speak more than
once, then, for the purpese of putting the mat-
ter in order, T shall have to disgent from vour
ruling.

751

Mr. Pickering: When the Minister intro-
luced the vote it was said that he was dealing
only with the Lands Department and not with
the Aprieultural Departmment. I think the opin-
ion of members generally was that we were
speaking only on ‘‘Lands’’ and not on ‘‘Agri-
culture,*?

Hon. T. Walker: That might be a misunder-
standing.

Mr. Pickering: In that case, we have still
the right to speak on the Agriculturat Depart-
ment.

The Premier: Even if the two were com-
bined, the same position holds good.

Mr. Pickering: It was distinetly Jaid down
by the Minister in introducing these Estimates
that we were dealing only with the Lands De-
partment, and not with the Agricultural De-
partment,

Mr. Holmau: The misunderstanding has
arisen from the fact that those departments are
not controlled by one Minister, but by three
Ministers. We have first the nominal Minister
for Lands, who is the Premicr. Then we have
the Honorary Minister, Mr. Willmott. After
that there is another Honorary Minister, Mr.
Baxter. When I was discussing these particu-
lar Estimates last night I dealt with the whole
department controlled by the portfolio Minis-
ter, the Premier. The very reason why the new
Standing Order was introduced was to prevent
members from speaking generally on the ques-
tign more than once, The decision given by you,
Sir, on the first occasion was in accordance
with the Standing Order; upon that there can
bhe ne doubt. A member can speak only once
generally on these Estimates. The Minister
for Lands did not speak himself, but spoke
through the lMonorary Minister, who has no
standing in the matter at all, any more than
has any other hon. member. That is how the
mistake has arisen. Once a member has spoken
on the department generally, there is no pos-
sible c¢hance of his speaking again, either on
the Landa Department or on the Agricultural
Department.

Mr, Maley: The Chairman ruled me out of
order.

The Chairman: I am extremely sorry. T
should like to make my position as clear as
possible, and then, if the member for Kan-
owna thinks my contention unsound, and will
place his dissent in writing, I will refer it to
the Speaker. My contention is that if the
debate has taken place on the two votes
*“Lands and SBurveys’’ and ¢‘Agriculture’’
generally, paragraph (b) of Standing Order
386a will apply. But I contend that, as we
are dealing only with a poriion of the vote
under diseussion, memhers have the privilege
of speaking more than once. If tbe member
for Kanowna, or any other hon. member,
thinks T am mnot right, let him state his dis-
sent in writing, and I shall refer it to the
Speaker. '

Mr. Holman: In the first place, Mr. Chair-
man, will you tell us who is the Minister for
Tands?

The Chairman: Mr. Willmott is the gentle-
man in charge of ——

Mr, Holman: It does not matter who is the
gentleman in charge, Will you tell us, Sir,
whe is the Minister for Lands®
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The Chairman: The Premier.

Digsent from the Chairman’s ruling.

Hon, T. Walker: I shall merely move—

“That this Committee dissent from your
ruling. ”’

The grounds of that dissent I shall now state.
The Chair has by some inadvertence, con-
stroed the debate as one appertaining only to
the Minister for Lands or the Lands Depart-
ment. If we look at the heading of the Esti-
mates we find that the division is headed
‘‘Lands and Agriculture.’” Neither the Chair,
nor any hon. member, has a right to make an
artificial division between these two, ‘‘Lands*’
and ‘‘Agricalture,’’ and to say that they are
two separate departments. They are separate
in administration, I admit; but for the pur-
pose of discussing the Estimates they are one
department—*‘ Minister for Lands and Agri-
culture.”’ That is to say, the econjunction
““and’’ joins ‘‘Agriculture’’ with ‘‘Lands.’'’
The Premier is the Minister in this House
who is Minister for Lands and Agricnlture.
He is assisted by an Honorary Minister—or
by twoe Honorary Ministers, as it bhas been
put by the member for Murchison, But the
Premier is the responsible Minister. We are
disecussing his department—the department
here eharacterised as ‘‘Lands and Agrieul-
ture.”” You, 8ir, for some reason fell into
error. I admit that the Commitiee generally
fell inte the same error, and that you were
not alone in the mistake. For some reason or
other you, Mr. Chairman, bave separated these
two, as though ‘‘Lands and Surveys’' were a
separate administrative department and ‘‘Ag-
riculture’’ another separate administrative
department, whereas for the purposes of this
debate they are only one. We have discussed
the general Estimates, and we are now dis-
enssing  division 10 of the Estimates, and
therefore we are not diseussing an item. Will
vou, Mr. Chairman, take that point into re-
membrance? We are not discussing an item;
we are generally diseussing the first vote, which
permits us to survey the whole of this section
of the Estimates, Tnder that every member
is allowed to allude to any portion, either of
the Iands Department or Agricultural De-
partment, If there has been any alip it
is the fault of the Chamber not having
grasped the significance of paragraph (b) of
Btanding Order 386a. There ¢an be no double
mesning to that paragraph (b), which seta
ounf—-

Notwithstanding the provisions of Stand-
ing Order No. 372, no member ., . . shall
speak more than oace during a general dis-
cussion on the administration of one depart-
ment held on the first vote of that depart.
ment.

This is a discussion held on the first vote of
the Department of the Minister for Lands and
Agrieulture, and no member can speak more
than once. You having ruled to the contrary,
T desire to submit the motion.

The Speaker resumed the Chair.

The Chairman: I bave to report that when
the Committee ecame to the vote *¢Minister
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for Lands and Agriculture,’' the discussion
which began last night centred around *‘Lands
and Surveys.’’ It was generally understood
by the Committee that the debate should
be confined to ‘‘Lands and Surveys,’’
and the Committee intended, as I un-
derstood, to deal with the vote ‘‘Min-
ister for Agricuiture’’ separately. As the de-
bate proceeded, I gave more than one mem-
ber the right to speak twice, believing that
the whole of the vote, which covers two de-
partments, namely ‘‘Lands and Surveys’’ and
' Agriculture generally,’”’ was not under dis-
cussion, but that it had been divided. The
member for Kanowna has objected to my rul-
ing. I quoted Standing Order 386a para-
graph {b), and the member for Kanowna con-
tends that my construction of paragraph (b)
is wrong, Therefore I am reporting the mat-
ter for your decision. If the debate had taken
place on the two votes ‘‘Lands and Surveys''
and Apgriculture geunerally,’’ paragraph (b}
would have applied, but as we were only deal-
ing with ‘‘Minister for Lands’’ I contend
that every member had the right to speak
morda than once.

Hon. T. Walker: The Qistinction made by the
Chairman of Committces between ‘‘Lands’’
and ‘‘Agrienlture’’ is not borne out by the
heading of Section 10 of the Estimates, We
are not discussing the first vote; we are dis-
cussing ‘‘Minister for Lands and Agricul-
ture,’’ The responsible Minister for Lands
and Agriculture is the Minister who countrols
the department, and the two branches are
under the one heading in the Estimates. I
contend that paragraph (b} of Standing
Order 38Ga applies. The reasons given by the
Chairman do not alter the force and applica-
tion of that paragraph which has been quoted.
If for convenience of debate a line had been
drawn between ‘'Lands’’ and ‘‘Agriculture’’
and they had been made for the purposes of
debate two separate and distinet departments,
and it was desired to confine the debate en-
tirely to ‘‘Lands’’ and to exclude ¢‘Agrieul-
ture,’’ we would still be discussing the first
vote on the Estimates of ‘‘Lands.”’  There-
fore, paragraph (b} would apply equaily. So,
whether we divide ‘‘Lands’’ and ‘‘Agrienl-
ture’t for the purpose of debate, or treat
them as one, I contend you cannot allow memn-
hers to speak more than once.

Mr. Holman: I contend that the point of
order raised by the member for Kanowna is
correct. It will be remembered that in 1913
this question was raised in the House, and
owing to the faect that more than one decision
wag given by the Chairman of Committees,
the matter was referred to the Standing Orders
Committee. After a considerable amount of
debate that Committee hrought down new
Standing Orders to prevent mneedless discus-
sion on the various departments. The ques-
tion has been raised as to the right of mem-
bers to speak twice on the one department.
There is no possibility of getting away from
the fact that there is only one Minister in
charge of the Departments of Lands and Agri-
culture, and that Minister is Mr, Lefroy. Tf
hon. members will lock on the cover of ‘‘Han-
sard’’ they will find a list of the portfolios
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held by Ministers. Aceording to that list Mr.
Lefroy is Premier and Minister for Lands
and Agricuiture. The Honorary Minister (Mr.
Willmott), who introduced the Estimates of
this department, had no more right to do so
than any other member. 1t is an impossibility
for the Premier to delegate the right which
is his to introduce Estimates to an Honorary
Minister, any more than an hon. member has
the right to speak twice in Committee on the
Estimates on the general debate. When T was
speaking on the two departments last pight,
the Premier showed that he was anxious to
eurtail the discussion by rising to a point of
order on a ¢question to which I was referring.
1 knew at the time that I had a perfect right
to speak on Lands and Agriculture. There
was no desire whatever on my part to delay
proceedings. If the ruling is given against
the member for Kanowna hon. members will
have the right to speak on every sab-depart.
ment as many times as they desire. The object
has been all along to prevent needless dis-
enssion.

Hon, J. Mitcheli: I understand that the
hon. member contends that these Estimates
must he spoken to as one department. That
is wrong, Suppose the Minister for ILands
were Minister for Law, the Committee conld
not discuss Lands and Law together.

Hon. T. Walker: Of course not, because the
Estimates would not bhe together as these are.
Look at the heading and you will see that
“*Minister for Lands and Agriculture’’ is a
section of the Estimates.

Hon. J. Mitehell: These are two distinet
departments, ‘‘Lands and Surveys’’ and
‘“Agriculture Generally.’”’ In the past they
have always been kept separate and that prac-
tice should still be followed,

Hon. P, Collier: I hope the House will not
become eonfused hy dealing with the two
points at once. Members have to decide now
whether they are to be permitted to take part
in a general discussion on the Agricultural
Department, bot I snbmit we need not
take that point till we come to it
The only point to be decided at pre-
sent is whether, under Standing Order
386a, paragraph (b), a member may speak
more than onee on a general diseussion.
Tt does not matter. The point of order
raised by the member for Kanowna {Hon. T.
Walker) is not affected in any way by the
contention of some members that they
ghould be permiited to speak again to the
gencral discussion en the Agricnltural De-
partment.
ber is entitled to speak twice on the gen-
eral discussion of a department. We have had
a peneral diseussion on the Lands Department.
Whether or not that includes the Agrienl-
tural Department is a point we ecan decide
later on.

The Attorney General: T rise to support
the contention of the member for Kanowna,
but from a different point of view from that
taken by the member for Murchison (Mr.
Holman). The Premier holds the portfolio
of Lands apnd of Agriculture, two separate
departments. We have one Minister control-
ling two departments. We have chogen 1o

The point clearly is that no mem-

take the one department, that of Lands, first,
and the Standing Order 386a (b) says that
‘¢A general discussion on the administration
of one department held on the first vote of
that department—in both cases the reply of
the Minister shall close the debate.’’ If it
were otherwise, the discussion that has
taken place during the last six or seven
hours, including last evening, has been all
in vain, because several members wers
called to order for attempting to discuss the
Agricultural Department and we were con-
fined to the Lands Departiment alone.

Hon. P. Collier: Whether the two depart-
ments are one or separate does not affect
the validity of the point of order.

The Attorney General: That is so, but
the Committee has been discussing this de-
partment as if jt were the Department of
Lands. The portfolio covers the two dJe-
partments, that of Lands and of Agricul-
ture, but we arc now dealing solely with
the Department of Lands, and the Standing
Orders say that when dealing with the one
department we shall speak only once. I say
with all due respect that the Chairman of
Committees was quite wrong in his ruling.

Mr. Troy: On the facts T should say the
Chairman may be technically correct, but
that his reling is against the practice and
against the Standing Orders. Having put
these votes separately the Chairman may
be justified in saying that he is right tech-
nically, but T do not think we should allow
u technicality to interfere with the sense
of the Standing Orders.

Mr. Pickering: If the ruling holds good,
how will it apply when we come to ‘‘Col-
onial Secretary and Minister for FEdnea-
tion’’ or to ‘‘Attorney General and Minis-
ter for Industries’’s All these are sep-
arate departments, bnt if it be ruled that
we have disenssed both Lands and Agricul-
ture, how will the ruling stand when we
reach these other departments?

Mr. Speaker: The Chairman of Commit-
tees has ruled that a member is allowed to
speak twice on Lands and Surveys, To
that ruling the member for Kanowna has
taken exception and moved

That the Commttec dissents from your
ruling that a member may speak more
than once on the general discussion of the
first item of a department.

The hon. member says, ‘“Tn the gemeral dis-
cussion,’’ and he is relying on paragraph (b)
of the Standing Order 386a. which reads as
foHows: —

A general discussion on the administra-
tion of one department held on the first
vote of that department—in both cases
the reply of the Minister shall close the
debate.

I have not heard the discossion. but I am
informed that there has becn no general dis-
cussion on Lands and Surveys and on Apri-
culture, and that members have been ruled

out when they attempted to discuss Apricul-
ture,

.Mr. Hq]man: The point was raised last
night against me, but ! was not ruled out.
Hon. P. Collier: Otihers were.
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Mr. Speaker: If the general discussion
has been allowed on the Lands and Surveys
and on Agriculture as well, then paragraph
(b) would apply, but if the discussion has
hinged on Lands and Surveys alone, it can-
not apply.

Hon., T, Walker:
diseussion.

Mr. Speaker: I am informed that there has
been no gencral discussion on the Agrieulture
Department.

Mr. Holman: I discussed the Agrieulture
Department mainly when T spoke last night,
and the Premier raisedl a point of order
against me.

Mr, Speaker: I have been informed that
Agrieulture has not been permitted to be dis-
cussed by the Chairman of Committees. [If
that he so, there has not Leen a gereral dis-
eussion, consequently paragraph (b) will not
apply.

Hon. T. Walker: May I put the matter
elearly? There has been a misunderstanding.
It has bLeen understood that these two depart-
ments were separate departments. The im-
pression has been conveyed that Lands was
a {epartment and that Agricuiture was an-
other department, and that a general diseus-
gion vould take place on Lands, and that
afterwards a general discussion on Agrieul-
ture could be held. That bas been the under-
standing of the Committes, and it was so
understoed by the Chairman. He has confined
the debate in some instances, not in all, to
Lands. We have heen discussing the first
vote that appears in the Lards Department.
The Standing Order reads—

A general discussion on the administra.
tion of ome department, held on the first
vote—

That is what characterises it as a general
diseussion. Once we get past the first vote,
we are in Committee, but on the first
vote of a department, the discussion is always
general. The Chairman may have made a mis-
toke in permitting it, but that does not alter
the Standing Orders: it is his mistake. On
that first vote the discussion is general, and
we have been reparding it as general, al-
though perhaps not guite general enmough he-
cauge, under the impression that they are two
departments quite separate, the Lands and the
Apgriculture, it hag been sought to confine us
to Lands as distinet from Agriculture.
Whether tbe Chairman has been right in de-
limiting it or not, does not affect the Stand-
ing Order. Tt is an injustice dene to the
Committee to limit the debate and leave out
Agriculture, Tf your ruling is right, it is the
fanlt of the Chairman.

Mr. Speaker: And the fault of the Commit-
tee for nllowing it.

Hon. T. Walker: Tn a way, yes:; but that
does not alter your ruling that on the general
discussion of the first vote a member ean speak
only once.

Mr. Speaker: Tf T have heen correctly in-
formed, a general discussion on Agriculture
has not taken place.

Hon. P. Collier: The point of order arose
through the desire of some membera to speak
twice on Lands and Survers, not on Agrieul-

It has been a general
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ture. I wish to remove any conception you
may have that this point bas arisesm through
the desire of members who have already
spoken on Lands and Burveys to again speak
on Agriculture. The point has arisen through
members claiming the right te speak more
than once on Landa and Burveys, not on Agri.
culture. It is that which makes them so
clearly out of order.

Mr. Holmavn: The Chairman of Committees
called on department No, 10, Minister for
Lands and Agriculture. The department
without doubt has been placed in the hands of
the Honorary Minister who has no standing
as Minister for Lands, Although he may be
looking after the department, he Las no more
right to specak twice on this question than
any other member of the Committee.

Mr. Speaker: I am not dealing with that
question,

Mr, Holman: But that is the question I am
dealing with, Is that not the point of order?

Mr. Speaker: I have another point of order
with which I am now dealing,

Mr. Holman: But that is the point of order
raised, that mermbers have a right to speak
again generally on Agriceiture. T am ecndea-
vouring to point out that no member of the
Committee has a right to speak twice on
Lands and Agriculture. Who is the Minister
for Lands and Agrienlture? the Hon. H. B.
Lefroy, and he has no right to delegate his
powers to anyone else.

Mr. Speaker: As no discussion has been
allowed to take place on Agriculture, para-
graph (b) of Standing Order 386a ecannot
apply because the general discussion has not
taken place, It has not under those eonditions.

Hon. T. Walker: Mr. Speaker has been
wrongly informed

Mr. Holman: The few remarks I made last
night dealt solely with the Agriculturat de-
partment.

Mr. Speaker: I bave given my ruling.

Mr. Holman: The point has not been raised.
I refuse to aceept the point,

Disgent from the Speaker’s ruling.

Hon. T. Walker: If that is your ruling,
Mr. Speaker, I must ask the House to dissent
from it. Tt is no use having Standing Orders
unless we can have them applied. Not to go
over the grounds again, I wish to make the
point perfectly clear. Your information hag
not been full and compete. You have ad-
mitted that vou have not heard the debate
and therefore cannot judge. There may have
been a misunderstanding, a very logical rea-
son for misunderstanding herause hitherto in
every debate in this House, as long as T can
remember, the Lands bhave been treated as
onc department and Agriculture as a separate
and distinet department. The Landa Depart-
ment hag been discugsed generally and Agri-
culture has heen disenssed generally. That
vou will find by reference to ‘'Hansard.’’
They have been treated as distinct and sepa-
rate departments. The argument is main-
tainnhle when one dcpartment is under one
Minister, under seetion 10 of the Estimates,
where we have a Minister for Lands and
Agrieulture, but it does not matter whether
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for the purposes of debate we take Lands and
Agriculture as one or two departments. If
we take them as one department we are still
diseussing the first vote and that first vote
permits of a pgeneral discussion, inelusive of
agrienlture. But if the Chairman of Com-
mittees, the Minister in charge, and members
of the Committee are nnder a mistaken «¢on-
ception that it is not one, but two depart-
ments and confine the general discussion to
the Lands Department, then the rule applies,
If Lands are taken as one distinet and sepa-
rate department and Agriculture another and
we are discussing the first vote of the Lands,
it is a general discussion and no member can
thercfore he allowed to speak more thar oneo,
Even though Lands and Agriculture be taken
as one department, and through a misunder-
standing on the part of the Ainister, the
Chairman of the Commitiee or members of
the Committee, it docs not alter the foree of
the Standing Order which no speaker or mem-
ber can over-ride. Tt is still the first item of
the department. however, wrongfully the
Chairman of Committees may have prevented
discussion. Tt is still a general dehate and
still members are only allowed to speak once,
That does not prove we have got to the itema.
We were on the general discussion. We dis-
cussed ali round the compass, and we should
have been allowed to go mueh further if we
had wished. Whatever members wished
could have heen brought forward in relation
to the Lands Department.

Mr., Speaker: Was agriculture discussed?

Hon. T. Walker: Yes, by certain members.
The point was raised every time, not beeause
the Chairman of Committees believed we
were dealing with items, but because the
Chairman of Commiitees like many other
members, believed that the Lands Department
alone was being discussed, and that Agrieul-
ture was a separate department—not a sepa-
rate item—and that we shounld have a separate
disenssion on the vote for the Agricultural
Department. Whether we consider this one
department or two we are still on the general
discusgion and on it no member can speak
more than once. We are not speaking to the
items hnt to the first vote of the department.
Tf therc has been a limitation it is not a de-
parture from the Standing Orders, but be-
cause it was so understood that Agrieulture
was a separate department and that there
would he a general discussion when we
reached Agriculiure. T move—

“‘That Mr, Speaker’s ruling be dissented
from.’’

Mr, Moneyv: T second the motion. T think
a misconeeption has arisen hecause the depart-
ment has been treated as an item. Tho dif-
ferent votes in the department are not addel
together; there is only one amount given.
There is on the one page, Lands and Survevs,
and Agricultnre—two on the one page. The
whole trouble has arisen through the depart-
ment being taken as an item,

The Minister for Mines: Wounld it
not be hetter for the question to be
put to you, Sir, whether there are
two departments or one?! Tf you tule
there are two departments, that of Lands and
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of Agriculture, there is no reason to dispute
your ruling. The Chairman ¢an then resume
his seat, the discussion can continue generally
on the Lands Depariment and we can deal
with items and when the new department
comes along, if you rule there are two depart-
ments, there can be a new discussion on Agri-
culture. I do not think there will be any
necessity to proceed with the motion to dis-
agree with your ruling if as a first step yvou
give a ruling as to whether there arc two de-
partments to he discussed.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The practice has been
to only have one general discussion on a de-
partment. I want to point out that if the
hon. member’s suggestion is carried out that
there are two departments and the Opposi-
tion desired, they could keep members here
till Christmas because members could speak
as often as they liked. They could speak on
the general discussion of both departments
and then on the items as often as they pleased,
because the Chairman has ruled that mem.
bers can speak merc than once. If we had
been sitting here in normal times this is the
best thing that could happen for an Opposi-
tion, and T think we ought to have tuken the
leader of the Opposition to task for taking
this matter up. The Government cught to
have taken the point. Still the leader of the
Opposition has given his guarantee to assist
the Government as mueh as possible. I would
like to speak twice myself.

The Minister for Mines: If the Speaker
rules that there are two departments there
can be only one speech for each member on
the general disenssion of this department.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: 1f that has taken
place here I think there ought o be a general
discussion on Agriculture. Teo-night members
have claimed to speak iwice in the general
disecussion on Lands and Surveva. I have not
known it before, but I wish to say again that
if it is 8o it is the best thing that could hap-
pen for an Opposition,

Mr. Draper: In my opinion the point of
order taken by the member for Kanowna
iz perfectly correet, and the decigsion de-
pends entirely wpon what a department is.
There seems to be some confusion because
the Minister for Lands is the executive
officer, and it may be thought, therefore, that
there cannot be two departments under one

executive officer.  The qnestion of an
cxecutive officer is quite distinet from
the question of the departments under
his control. There are six executive
officers  provided by the Constitution
Art, but there may he 12 departments.
Tt is perfeetly clear from the Standing

Orders that where we have departmental
Estimates discussed we ean only speak once
on the general diseusston. The Department
of T.ands is one department and we ecan
only speak once on that, but the Department
of Agriculture is another department. Both
these departments may be under the one
executive officer.

The Minister for Mines: As in the cage
of tke Railways and Mines Departments.

M-. Draper: The question is as to what
constitutes a department. and has nothing
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to do with the executive officer in charge of
the departmment. The Estimates show that
there are two departments, and therefore we
can only speak once ou the general discus-
sion upon either of these depariments.

The Premier: I should like to be able to
agsist you, 8ir, in this matter, and would be
loth to see your ruling disagreed with, We
must have been disecussing something, and
what we have been discussing aince last even-
ing has been the Estimates of the Lands
Department. It was generally recognised
that we were discussing these particular
Estimates, Whether the Chairman put the
vote on the first item or not does not mat-
ter, we were discussing generally the Lands
Department Estimates. If on the general
discussion of the Lands Department Esti-
matcs hon, members were allowed to speak
as often as they liked there would be no
end to the number of speeches. This new
Standing Order was brought into operation
a few years ago in order to prevent this
repeated discussion on departmental Votes,
We were discussing the first item of the
Estimates of the Lands Department, and we
must start with a single item. It has been
the custom here for a long time past that
hion, members should not address themselves
te the Chair more than once during the gen-
eral debate on the departmental Estimates.
The Committee was on the gencral debate
of the Lands Department Estimates, Tt mat-
ters little whether it was the Lands De-
partment and the Agricultural Department,
or whether it was the Lands Department
alone. The same thing applies to the one
as to the two combined. I was under the
impression, after I had spoken once on the
Lands Department Egtimates, that I could
not speak again, but was allowed to do so.
Tollowing upon that another hon. member
desired to speak.

Hon, P. Collier: Your remarks were more
by way of a personal explanation.

The Premier; I asked the Chairman if
I counld be permitted to speak, and he re-
plied that T could do so. A point of order
was then raised by the member for Kan-
owna, The whole spirit of the Standing
Orders is to prevent hon. members from
speaking more than once on the general dis-
cussion npon the Estimates

Hon. P. Collier: ¥f it does not mean that
what does it mean?%

The Premier: Tt was framed for that pur-
pose. The House was in this difficulty once
before, and in order to make this perfectly
clear the Standing Order which has been
mentioned was framed. I hope, 8ir, you
will reconsider this matter and will be able
to deal with it in n different way.

Mr, Speaker: Tf hon. members will carry
their minds hack, they will recollect the
reason why this rule (b) was put into the
Standing Orders, and that it was put in to
enable the Vote of the Mines Department
to be discussed. They will know that the
Mines Departinent was cut up into three
different Departments, the Mines, the Geo-
logical and the Analytical Departments,
and that to enable these three departments
to be discussed separately, this rule was
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brought in. I have pot heard the
debate, as hon members know, and
as the case was put to me, so have
I ruled. Hon. members who were pre-

sent and heard the debate appear to have con-
flicting ideas as to how it was condueted, and
as T was not present myself it is impossible
for me, who was absent from the Chamber,
to know,  Furthermore, if hon. memhers
themselves have conflicting ideas on the sub-
ject, how can they expeet me to know what
was done? Tt iz not my intention to give u
ruling against the spirit of the Standing
Orders, but I had to give a ruling as to the
position as it was placed before me in accord-
ance with the Standing Orders. TUnder those
conditions I felt that my ruling was a sound
ong, but in view of what has been argued
sinee, I do not feel disposed to uphold that
ruling. Hon. members themselves are not
quite sure as to what has taken place. At
any rate, they acquiesced by their silence in
what was done. The debate has ranged
around the Lands and Surveys Vote since last
night, As has been peinted out, there ought
to be some way out of the difficulty. I have
no desire to endavour to foree a ruling upon
the House which is not a sound one. I gave
my ruling on the statements that were placed
before me., From what I have heard from
hon. members, and owing to the conflicting
ideas on the part of those who have heard
the debate, I do not feel disposed to adhere to
my ruling. I should like to hear hon. mem-
bers place their views accurately before me.
I am not prepared to stand by my ruling
after what I have heard up to the present.

Hon. B, E. S. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter): Whether T am right or wrong, T assert
that I introduced the Estimates of the Lands
Department, a Vote for Lands and Surveys of
£46,131, and nothing else. T spoke to that
vote and that department only. Several hon.
members following me brought in matters
which appertained to the Agricultural De-
partment and were called to order for so
doing.

Mr. Holman: They were not called to order.

Hon, ¥, E. 8 Willmott (Honorary Minis-
ter}: The member for Murchison brought in
matters extraneous to the Lands and Surveys
Department, but the debate was a general
discussion on the Lands and Surveya Depart-
ment as a separate department from the Agri-
cultural Department. That, Sir, was the
feeling of the Committee during the diseus-
sion. In introducing the debate I applied my
remarks, and said that T did so, to the Lands
and Surveys Department, and nothing else
came under discussion.

Hon, T. Walker: It is a separate depart-
ment.

Hon. . E. 8. Willmott (Honorary Minis-
tery: It is a separate department and T in-
troduced these Estimates, as I contend T had
a perfect right te do. I further eontend that
when I rise to reply this will close the dis-
cussion on the Lands and Surveys Vote, but
will not affect the Agrieultural Department
Vote in the slightest degree.

Mr. Mullany: The whole position, confusing
as it is, appears to have arisen from the
method in which these items are shown on the
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Estimates. If hon. members will look at page
27 of the Estimates of Revenue and Expendi-
ture, they will see that it is headed ‘‘Minister
for Lands and Agriculure’’ and the first vote
is for ‘‘Lands and Surveys.’’ Lower down
on the same page they will see ‘*Minister for
Agriculture’’ anil the vote for ‘‘Agriculture
generally.”” 1 contend that this has led to
confusion, When we look further we find that
the Estimates for Lands and Surveys go on u
their sequence up to item 167. Turning over
still further, notwithstanding that it is ap-
parently under the one heading, we find
i Minister for Agriculture’’ and a fresh
sequence of itemised numbers. I believe that
this vote *‘Minister for Agriculture’’ and
““Agriculture generally’’ should have becn
put under its proper heading, and be dealt
with when we come to the items under *‘Agri-
culture generally.’’ 1 do not see how it is
possible to conforin to the rnles of the House
when the items are shown in this way, If we
were now to pass the pgeneral (iseussion on
thiz vote of the Alimister for Lands and Sur-
veys that would bring us to the point of dis-
cussing the items in connection with the
““Lands and Surveys.’’ Later on, when we
come to discuss the Minister for Agriculture's
Department, it will mean turning back no less
than three pages on the Estimates which is
always, 1 think, against the Standing Or-
ders and the practice of the Committee.

AMr, Pilkington: This much to me is clear,
that the debate has proceeded throughout upon
the assumption that there are two depart-
ments, a Department of Lands and Surveys
and a Department of Agriculture, and upon
the assumption that the Committee was dis-
cussing the first item of the Department of
Lands and Surveys. Tt was because we were
discussing the first item  of that department
that the Chairman of Committeecs ruled hon,
members out of order whe referred to Agri-
culture, because that is in another department.
If it had not been in another department,
there would have been no ground for his rul-
ing out of order for reference to Agriculture.
That seems to me the basis upon whieh we
have proceeded; and I seubmit, with respect,
that it is the hasis upon which we ghould eon-
tinue

Mr, Speaker: I am not pressing my ruling.

Hen, T. Walker: In the eircumstances, Sir,
I withdraw iny motion of dissent. But there
will have to be a ruling. You withdraw your
ruling, I understand, and substitute the other
ruling,

Mr, Speaker: I withdraw my ruting, which
neans that T am not vpholding the Chairman,
Is it the pleasure of the House that this meo-.
tion ba withdrawn?i

Members: Aye.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

Cammittee resumed.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R T,
Robingon—Canning) [10.20]: I presume that
we now resume the discussion on the Tands
Department. The member for Kalgoorlie took
occasion to refer to the soldiers’ settlement
at Osborne Park, and to the ponltry farms
about to he established there. The farm hnild-
ings and conveniences there are being erected

by the Department of Industries.
Hearing that there was some eriti-
cism, initiated by the member for

Albany, as to the suitability of the land for
the purpose, I asked Mr. Johmson, the secre-
tary to the poultry school for soldiers at
Subiaco, to inspect the land and report to me.
I reccived his reply a day or two age. It
reads as follows:—

My committee consider this land most
switable for the objects in view. The land
is high, and well drained, being an ideal
building area. Water is obtainable in large

quantities at a small depth. Lucerne is
growing luxuriantly on poultry farms ad-
joining the land referred to. The land is

rather a heavy sand, with a deep yellow

subsoil, and in some places limestone. The

timber growing is jarral, tuart, banksia,
blackboy, and in some places bracken fern.

I may say thai after inspection of the site

by the chairman and other members of the

committee, the whole of the members submit
the following facts in support: 1, That the

Jand is of suitable natwre, and is sitnated

in the centre of thriving pardens and set-

tlers. 2, That green stuff and grit—essen-
tial adjuncts to poultry raising—are ob-
tainable cheaply and without undue labour,

3, That casual employment is available,

and returned soldiers can expect sympathetic

and kindly agsistance from their neighbours.

4, That the area is well served with roads

throughout, is within five miles’ area of

the City, and about one mile from tramway
service and three miles from beach with
macadamised road. My committee would
be pleaged for you and other members who
are interegted in the welfare of the returned
soldier to pay this settlement a visit.

It will not he the fault of the land if the

scheme is not a suceess,

This concluded the general debate on the
Lands and Surveys Estimates; votes and items
disenssed as follow:—

Vote—Lands and Surveys, £46,131:

Item, Agsistant to Under Seeretary for
Lands, £480.

Mp, BROWN: I would like to know what
necessity there is for the new officer, at a
salary of £480.

Hon, F. E. §. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister) : Last year this officer was under the In-
dustries Assistance Board, He has now re-
turned to the Lands Department, which ae-
cordingly pays bis salary this year.

Item, Extra clerical assistance, £2.000.

Mr. O'LOGHLEN: T had intended to ques-
tion the item raised by the member for
Subiaco. I understand the officer referred to
is on leave in New Zealand.

Hon. T. E. 8 Willmott {(Monorary Minia-
ter): He has already returned and is ab-
sorbed.

Mr. O’LOGHLEN: With regard to extrn
elerical assistance, the truism has been re-
peated here on divers occasions that in view
of the falling off in tand settlement extra
clerical assistance in the Lands Department
should show a substantial reduction. The
Honorary Minister will agree that there has
been a great dearth of Tand applicants. T¢
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appears, however, that the expenses have not
been reduced correspondingly.

Hon. F. E. S. WILLMOTT (Hounorary Min-
ister): I quite agree with the member for For-
rest that it looks as if expenditure were being
piled up. But 70 men have gone from the
Lands Department to the war, and in their
places 39 temporary officers are being em-
ployed. That is the reason for the large
amount for temporary assistance.

Ttem, Records clerks, £1429,

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: This item shows an
increase of £101. Surely there is no oceasion for
inereased expenditure on records. As regards
officers whe have enlisted, we were told the very
same story last year. If £1328 sufficed last
year, that amount should suffice this year. I
move—

““That the item be reduced by £100.”’

Hon. ¥. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister) : Of the increase, £67 is due to the statu-
tory increase of £12 per annum to married offi-
cers receiving less than £204 and single officers
receiving less than £180. The remainder of the
increase is due to the return of Mr. Arnold
from the A.T.F. He has been ahsorbed by the
department, and has to be provided with £71
to carry him through to the end of the finan-
cial year.

Hon, W, G, ANGWIN: I ask leave to with.
draw my amendment.

Amendment by leave yithdrawn.

Ttem, Correspondence Clerks, £2603.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: It is agreed that
land settlement shows a considerable falling
off. Then why this inerease of £273 for corres-
pondence? Apparently there is no reduction so
far as clerical galaries are concerned, We can-
not continually increase the cost of elerical
work when there is no work to do. I move—

‘“*That the item be reduced by £200.’’

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister): The increase is due to the transfer of
Mr. Kidd from the deeds branch, and of Mr.
Lamphee from the land selection branch, to the
correspondence branch, There is really ne in-
crease; those two transfers account for £408.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Were those officers required
in the correspondence branchf

Hon. P. E. S. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister): The item is redueced by the resignation
of Mr. Upton, whe had a salary of £120, and
of Mr. Simmons, who joined the A.LF., and
was drawing a salary of £38. That makes the
Qdifference of £253. This is simply a case where
officers have heen transferred to a different
item.

Hon. W, €. ANGWIN: T ask leave to with-
draw my amendment.

Amendment. by leave withdrawn.

Ttem, Land selection clerks, £3,264.

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN: The Minister has
just told us about two officers transferred to
the correspondence branch, which brought
about an inecrease of expenditure there. I
move—

““Phat the item be reduced hy £150.%°

Hon, F. E. 8. WILLMOTT {Honorary Min-
ister): I admit that on the face of it, the vote
looke alarming because it shows an inerease,
but I have already pointed ouvt that the Esti-
mates were printed some time ago. Since then
great alterations have been made and the Esti-
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mates could not be re-printed. The first two
officers, Mr. Gibb and Mr. Cooper, were re-
tired from the service. The latter unfortun-
ately enjoyed his retirement for a few days
ouly for he died recently. In this item there
are 11 clerks at £204. That number should be
seven, One officer has gone to the Repatriation
Department, two others have heen absorbed by
the Accountant’s Branch, and another has gone
to the Roads and Reserves. Altogether, there-
fore, the item instead of being made up of 18
officers, consists of 12.

Hon. P. Collier: You reduced this vote, but
you excess another.

Amendment put and negatived.

Item, Inspection and Land Board, Clerks,
ete., £754,

Hon. JF. MITCHELL: What nre the duties
of the clerk who receives £216%

Item, Surveyor General, £425.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: It is the duty of
the Surveyor General to fix the selling price
of land. Distriet surveyors, when survey-
ing the land, classify it and price it, includ-
ing these and many other particulars on
their plans. Later the Surveyor General in-
spects those plans and adds the survey fees
to the price of the land. The practice in
the past has been for the Surveyor General
to also state his opinien as to the value of
the land. Tt has come under my notice that
in many instances the Surveyor General has
disagreed with the values placed on the lands
by the district surveyors. In one or two
instances, where a railway is proposed ad-
joining the land, the Surveyor Gencral has
increased the price. In a report published
in the ‘*Daily News’’ of a deputation which
waited on the Honorary Minister (Hon. F.
E. 5. Willmoti) on the 19th of last month,
the Minister is stated to have said—

The Surveyor assesses the value of a
block at 10s., but in the head office it is
probably raised to 15s. or even E1 per
acre. While T am in the offiec that posi-
tion is not going to obtain. If the prices
are raised in the head office T shall want
to know the reason why,

I have examined a large number of classifi-
eations and prices, and I have certainly seen
more blocks reduced than raised in the head
office. T have seen the district surveyor’s
asgessment of land in the Lake Grace dis-
trict reduced by 6s. per acre in the lead
office. T think a statement like that whieh
is attributed to the Honorary Minister, if not
true, should not be allowed to pass without
eontradiction. T have never known of a
block of land valned at 10s. being raised
to £1 in the head office. In my opinion the
remarks of the Homnorary Minister consti-
tuted a reflection on the late Surveyor Gen-
cral, a man highly respected by all who
knew him. T have been informed that the
report of the Minister’s remarks was incor-
rect. Still it has never been contradicted.
In justice to the head office, statements such
as I eomplain of should not be made.

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister): When T replied to that deputation
[ was speaking gencrally, As n matter of
faet it bad just then come under my notice
that a distriet surveyor had priced a block
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at is., and that the price was raised to 19s.
in the head office. In my opinion the dis-
trict surveyor, if he is fit to hold his posi-
tion, should know better than the officers
in the head office the real value of the land,
1f a distriet surveyor knows nothing of
his work or of the loecality of which he is
in charge he is better out of that position,
and should give way to another man who
can price land at its true value instead of
a fictitious one. T agree that in many cases
around Lake Grace the price of the land
was reduced in the head office, but my gen-
eral statement is alse correct.

Hon, W, C. Augwin: You found one hlock.

Hen. F. E. S. WILLMOTT (Honorary
Minister}: There was one block immediately
under my eye at the time the deputation
waited on me.

Hon, W. C. Angwin: And you led us to
believe that this was the general practice.

tlon. F. I. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister}: There is a large number of blocks.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: There is not.

Hon, F. E. 8, WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister): It is so, and they have come under my
notice,

Hon. .J. MITCHELL: The Honorary Min-
ister should be carefu! in making a state-
ment of this sort. There were many blocks
which were reduced in price, but there have
also been others which have been increaged
in price. A district surveyor does not al-
ways know what is going to happen in re-
gard to railways, and is nof expected +to
price lands exeept upon the knowledoe he
has. Naturally, the Surveyor General when
dealing wtih the recommendations of a dis-
trict surveyor must have regard to the later
information in his possession. Tmprove-
ments have often to be charged for, and
there is alse the question of interest. No
two distriet surveyors are alike. Annher
thing to be borne in mind is that the value
really placed on the land is the policy value
and not the actual value. A district sur-
veyor who has just been transferred to a
new district cannot he expected to know

it well until be has been there for some
time.
Ttem, District Land and Survey Oifices,

Bridgetown, XNarrogin, Nortbam, and TPerth,
£4,003.

Mr. FOLEY: I agree with the Honorary
Minister that if inspeetors and surveyors of
the various land offices do not know what is
a fair thing to charge for the land they should
be pnt out in favour of other officers. But
the Government have not put into effect the
motion which wag earried in this Chamber
doing away with various land offices. The
offices at Bridgetown, Narrogin, Northam, and
Perth show an increase in every way. I would
not object if the men in charge of these dis-
tricts were competent to deal finally with
applications. In what position is a man who
applies for land at Northam? No application
g finally approved until it has been dealt with
at the head office. There must be very few
applications for land in the Northam distriet,
and if we computed the cost of runnming that
office and set against this the number of
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applications which «ame before it we would
find that we were not receiving the full bene-
fit for the expenditore. It should be possible
to bring snch officers in and place them in
localities where they can do some work. One
of the werst actions that has been committed
by the Government lies in the reinstatement
of the land offices at Narrogin, Northam, and
other cewtres, after Parliament had decided
that such offices should be done away with.

Mr. Smith: Especially when very little land
is being selected.

Mr. FOLEY: That is so. If there is a sur-
veyor employed who does not know his work
he should make room for an officer who does,
he should be sacked at a moment’s notice.
The Minister would do well to look into this
question with a view to economy. I would
favour centralising everything connected with
this werk, at all events for the present. Neither
Northam nor Narrogin warrants just now the
expense of a separate land office. The officers
at those centres could be transferred to the
head office, where they couwld render unseful
service. T contend the land officers should
render exactly the same services to applicants
as are rendered by private surveyors to clients,

Hon. P. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary
Minister) : District offices now have their
officers debited to them as they should be,
Previously they were under different items.
The same amounts appeared previously, but
were not shown correetly—were, in fact, hid-
den. My policy, which has the Premier’s
approval, is to throw upon the distriet sur-
veyors the full respongibilities of their dis-
triets. T consider that these officers should
receive applications, make inspections, price
the land, survey it, and leave nothing for the
head office except the issue of formal approval.
Then the distriect surveyors will bhe earning
their money. But it is not possible for them
to do the whole of the surveying, hecause they
have also to attend te questions of roads and
rescrves, Roads and reserves are being suy-
veyed every day of the week, Albany distriet
has been amalgamated with Narrogin. Cer-
aldton has been abolished as a district, and
the greater portion of it included in Perth,
the remainder being joined to the Northern
district. A new district has been constitnted
taking in the pastoral areas.

Mr. Foley: How many applications for land
have been made in the past three months$

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister}: At the moment I do not remember,
but the information was given here during
the last fortnight, in reply to a question.
Apart from sueh applications, there are a
great many inquiries, most of which come to
nothing, Tt i5 abszolutely to the henefit of
all concerned that the work of each district
should as far aa possible be %o earried out as
to reach finality in the district office. Sup-
pose we had no district offices: what wonld it
cost the State to send parties from Perth to
make inspections and surveys for the num-
berless blocks scattered all over the South-
West? The present exasperating delays are
bad enough, hut if everything is going to be
centralised in Perth the delays will be a
thousand times worse; indeed, applicants
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would become so dishcartened that they would
simply clear out of the country,

Mr. Smith: How many people have applied
for land in the Bridgetown district during the
past six months?

Hon. F. E. 8. WILLMOTT (Honorary Min-
ister}: The necessity for the Bridgetown
land office is proved by the fact that the La-
honr Government, who were out to economise
in this respect, did not close that office.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: These offices transaet
a great deal of work, and if we are to pre-
pare for the future they should remain aective.
We cannot conduct business under any scheme
of centralisation, These districts cover =a
great area, and the duty of the distriet
should be to see where all the land is and
have it surveyed and prepared for settle-
ment. Under centralisation this work cannot
be done.

Vote put and passed.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.13 p.m.

Tegislative Council,

Thursday, ?th March, 1918,

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30

p.n,, and read prayers.

HARVEY IRRIGATION SCHEME, TO
INQUIRE BY ROYAL COMMISSION.

Personal Explanation.

Hon. A. SANDERSON (Metropolitan-
Suburban): My name appears on the Notice
Paper as one of the suggested Commissioners
for thia proposed Harvey Royal Commission.
T thanked the hen. member for having sug-
gested my name at the time, or if T did not
T will do so now; but I positively refused to
go on the Commission, because 1 was quite
satisfied that my opinion on the Harvey would
e of very little value either to myself or to
anyone e¢lse, and would earry very little weight.
Having given the matter full consideration, T
bheg to request that my name should he re-
moved from the list,

The PRESTDENT: Perhaps the hon. mem-
her will have it removed when we come to the
Order of the Day.

[COUNCIL.}

BILL—CURATOR OF INTESTATE
ESTATEA,

Report of Committce adopted.

BILL—-HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT,
In Committee.

Resumed from the previous day.
Kingsmill in the Chair;
tary in charge of the Bill

Clanse 47—Amendment of Section 242j:

The CHATRMAN: To this clause an amend-
nent has been mnoved by Mr. Duffell to add at
the eud of the clause the following:—

(iii) By the deletion of the provise in
Subsection (1), and by inserting at the end
the following new sections, to stand as
2423 and 242jjj:—242jj. (1) In the case
of females the Commissioner shall, before
taking any action under Section 242j, sub-
mit to an advisory committee, constituted
as hereinafter mentioned, the evidence on
which he proposes to take such action, and
the said committee shall decide on the ac-
tion, if any, to ba taken by him, (2) The
advisory committee shall be appointed by
the Governor, and shall conzist of four
members. The Commissioner shall be chair-
man of the committee, but shall not be en-
titled to vote on any matter submitted to
the committee. The remaining threce shall
consist of two females (one of whom shall
be a duly qualified medieal practitioner)
and onc male. The committee shall meet
from time to time, when summoned by the
Commissioner, and may make rules and re-
gulations for the proper conduet of its busi-
ness. All proceedings of the advisory com-
mittee shall be held in camera. 242jjj. Tt
shall be lawful for a court established under
the State Children Act, 1907, at any time
either before or after committal of any
child to order an examination to he made
of such child by a duly qualified medieal
practitioner, either male or female, if there
is reason to suspect that such child is suffer-
ing from vengreal disease, Tn the event of
the medical practitioner reporting that any
¢hild is se suffering, the court shall forth-
with notify the Commissioner in writing,
who may thereupon deal with suech child as
provided in subsections two to eight, in-
clusive, of Section 2423,

The question before the Committee is that the

words proposed to be added be so added,
The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I move an

amendment on the amendment, as follows: —

That after ‘‘action’’ in line 5 of 242jj
(1) the words ‘"hut without revealing the
name of the person against whom such ae
tion is contemplated’’ be inserted.

I entirely approve of the suggestions of the
select committee, and ¥ may say that the mem-
bers of that committee have assured me that
they are quite in accord with my amendment.
The only possible objection that could be
raised against the proposal of the select com-
mittce to establish this advisory commitiee is
that it might lead to more people than neces-
sary being made acquainted with the name of
the person against whom aetion iz contem-
plated. There is no reason whatever why the

Hon., W.
the Colonial Seere-



