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re-ussemble o October, on a date to be sob-
sequently announced. I can only express the
hope that we shall all meet again when the
time comes, and that you, Mr. President, in
particular, with other hon. members will en-
Jjoy the brief period of rest.

+ Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 6.15 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p-m. and read prayers.

QUESTION — ROYAL  COMMISSION
ON AGRICULTURE.

Mr. HICEMOTT (without notice) asked
the Premier: 1, When will the report of the
Royal Commission on Agriculture be avail-
able? 2, Can the Premier give the House
any information with regard to the Com-
mission’s recommendations?

The PREMIER replied: I can only state
that the report will be made available after
it has been presented to the Govermor. The
report has not yet come forward. An in-
terim report, however, has been presented
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and that is now on the Table of the House.
As soon as the Commission have finished
their lahours and presented the report it
will be made publie.

QUESTION—RETURNED  SOLDIERS,
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. )

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON asked the Pre-
mier: Will he, for the information of re-
turned soldiers who were, before enlistment,
employees of the Government service, out-
line the Government’s attitude in regard
to—1, Soldiers whose service was over six
months but under term which made them
permanent hands, but whose service at the
Front extended beyond that which would
make them permanent had they neglected to
enlist? 2, Will the Government add to {erm
of Government service the term served in
ALF. and pay holiday and extend same
privileges as is given to men who were on
permanent staff before enlistment?

The PREMIER replied: 1, This does
not apply to the Public Service generally,
as duration of temporary service alone is
not & qualification for permanency. The
temporary and casual men employed in the
Departments are subjeet to their services
heing dispensed with at any moment. Those
of them who joined the ALF. left the De-
partments on the distinet understanding
that their services while abroad should not
count, but that they should receive prefer-
ence for employment on their refurn after
the permanent staff had been provided for.
2, The addition of the term served in the
ATT. to temporary serviee would not make
temporary employees permanent officers,
nor entitle them to the same conditions as
those given fo permanent men.

QUESTION—RAILAWAY CONSTRUC-
TION, ESPERANCE-NORTHWARDS.

Mr. GREEN asked the Jlinister for
Works: Is he prepared to proceed with the
construction of the Esperance railway at
once, and so make provision for the coming
wheat crop, and in order to fulfil a promise
made to Hon. T. Walker (the member for
the district) that the work would be pro-
ceeded »-ith within a fortnight after the
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Commission’s report was turnished, if suel,

were found. favourahle to the distriet?

The MIN:STER FOR WORKS replied:
The matter of proceading with the construe-
tion of the Esperance Railway is receiving
consideration.  When the line was closed
down -steps were-taken to- protect the ma-
ierial and the work which had been done,
and the statement was made that the work
could be re-started in comparatively little
time, which is correet. Funds for construe-
tion have to be provided, and this question
will be one for the Colonial Treasurer. As
ilere are no supplies of rails on band, and
it is uncertonin when a®*supply will be avail-
able from the Broken Hill Proprietary, it
would be foolish at present to either call
for tenders or to continue the work depart-
mentally, it heing impossible to do econo-
mical work when there is any question of
shortage of rails. When the funds are pro-
vided, the Public Works Department will
be prepared to arrange for an early com-
mencement of the line.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premier: 1, Return showing names
and positions beld by Railway Loeo. Works
Administrative Staff on 30th June, 1913,
and on 30th June, 1917. 2, Report of Royal
Commission on the Mallee Belt and Esper-
ance Lands. 3, Vermin Boards Aci, regu-
lations. 4, Pearl-shell Fisheries Act, closing
of waters.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.
On motion by Hon. F. E. S. WILLMOTT
(Honorary Minister), leave of ahsence for

one fortnight granted to Mr. Harrison on
aceount of ill-health,

On motion by Mr, HARDWICK leave of
absence for one fortnight granted to Mr.
Butcher on account of ill-healtl.

BILL—CITY OF PERTH ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Read a third time and transmitted to the
Legislative Couneil.

[ASSEMBLY.]

MOTION—MINING LEASES, EXEMP-
TION TO STAR SYNDICATE.

Mr. TROY (Mt Magnet) [440]: I
move— AL IR
That in the opinion of this House
the late Minister for Dines (Hon. R. T.
Rolbinson) was mot justified i granting
exremption lo the Star Syndicate, Limited,
on the Sirdar Leases, at Boogardie, in
opposition to the Warden's repeated re-
commendations to the contrary, and that
such an act of administration is nol in the
besl interesis of the mining industry.

1 do not know whether this is to be faken
as a no-confidence motion, Hut the matter
is one wlich T want brought under the light
of day because it has aspeeis which, if en-
conraged will, in my opinion, be most detri-
mental to the mining industry. The eircum-
stances of the case are as follows:—The
Star Syndicate, Ltd., of which Mr. Shall-
cross is managing director, took an option
of purchase over the Sirdar leases at Boo-
gardie. These leases have been worked for
a number of years by the owners, and the
owners have been able to derive a comfort-
able livelihood from their work. Mr. Shall-
cross, on behalf of his syndicate, secured
& working option of 12 months. The terms
of the option were that, if the company
purchased, the vendors were to receive £450
in ecash, 2,000 fully paid up shares in the
Star Syndieate, Ltd., and £330 to he paid
at the rate of 20 per cent. of the gross
yield from the gold won, During the term
of the option of 12 months, Mr. Shalleross
had no less than seven months' exemption,
or six months’ exemption and one month's
protection. In that period he did not work
the property, and on the expiration of the
seven months' exemption which he seeured
in the first place during the term of the
option under Section 93 of the Mining Aet,
because of the capital expended in the de-
velopment of the property, he applied in
Fehruary of this year for a further term
of exemption of six months. Before he ap-
plied for that, the syndicate tock over the
property from the vendors and, as will be
understood by anyone connected with min-
ing business, instead of the company set-
ting about to work the property legiti-
mately, immediately Mr. Shallecross got the
property he applied for six months’ exemp-
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‘tion, and hé kept the vendors in ignoranco
of his intention unfil the property was
transferred to him. The vendors had ar-
ranged to teceive a portion of the payment
from the gold won, and they would never
have agreed to the transfer of the property
‘to the Star Syndieate had they known the
syndicate intended fo apply for exemption
‘immediately the property was handed over
to them. In my opinion it was a bit of
sharp praelice on the part of Mr. Shall-
eross, and such a practice as this should
not be encouraged. The application for ex-
emption was heard at Mount Magnet in
Fuebruary hefore the Murchison warden.
The application was opposed by the ven-
dors, Delaney, Hill, and Clark, who com-
posed the shareholders holding one-fifth
of the shares, and the people of Mount
Magnet and Boogardie also opposed the
exemption on the ground that the company
had already enjoyed all the exemption it
was entitled to receive. The warden refused
the application for exemption on the ground
that the shareholders holding eone-fifth of
the shares of the company were opposed to
it. Then the matter came before the notice
of the Minister and, after discussing it with
myself and with Mr. Shallcross—may I say
that the Minister gave both sides the op-
portunity of discussing the position with
him—he informed me that he thought the
matter should go back fo the warden, so
that the warden could give a decision on the
merits of the case. The Minister told me
be thought it was not his place to accept
the responsibility. The warden should ac-
cept the responsibility and decide on the
merits of the case. I have looked at the
file and I bhave found that, in the mean-
time, Mr. Shalleross hombarded the Minis-
ter with numerouns letters in support of his
claiin for exemption, and insisted on getting
and demanded exemption. The Minister,
after considering the matter, referred it
back to the warden for reconsideration and
he pointed out that the warden had decided
contrary to law in refusing the application,
because one-fifth of the shareholders had op-
posed the application for exemption. The
Minister wrote the following memorandum
to the Secreiary of Mines ¢n the 23rd
March:—
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Having' perused the evidenee and had
- interviews with Messrs. Troy and Shall-
eruss, T have come to the eonclusion that
the wisest thing to do is to send proceed-
ings baek to the warden for consideration
of the case on its merits. The warden hav-
ing stated that his decision is based on the
objection raised by three shareholders in
the company, the Minister points out that
limited companies, such as the Star Syn-
dicate, are ruled, under the Companies
Act. by a majority of shareholders, and it
would be wrong for any court to affect the
destiny of a company at the request of a
nunority of the shareholders, The Min-
ister Curther stated that the warden was
wrong in deciding as to whether he wounld
or would not recommend any exemption
against the opposition of certain persons
who held shares in the company, Pleuse,
therefore, ask the warden to reconsider or
re-hear the case on its merits,
In forwarding this communication to the
warden, the Secretary for Mines at the same
time forwarded the correspondence which
bad been sent to the Minister by Mr. Shall-
eross since the bearing of the application for
exemption and he stated significantly in the
correspondence—
This will probably be of assistance to
you in dealing with the matter.
It is questionable tactics to endeavour to in-
fluence the warden by forwarding bim cor-
respondence from one party when the other
party had not had an opportunity of eross-
examining the persons who forwarded that
correspondence and made the statements.
Mr. Shallcross forwards a letter to the Min-
ister setting out the arguments which had
been adduced in the Warden’s Court. This
correspondence was sent to the warden, and
he was asked to take particular note of it as
it might give nssistanee to him in dealing
with the matter, and the other party op-
posed to the exemption was kept entirely
in ignorance of the fact of this having been
done. The warden, despite this pressure,
constdered the matter, and again refused, on
the merits of the case, to recommend exemp-
tion. On the 4th April the warden replied
to the Seeretary for Mines as follows—-
The Hon. the Minister asks me to re-
consider or re-bear the case on its merits.
As T am satisfied that a re-hearing will
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pot be of any benefit, I have carefully

gone throngh the evidence and reeconsid-

ered the case on its merits, and have come

to the conclusion on the é&Vidence as a

whole, it will be better for the mining in-

dustry in the Magnet district if the ap-

plication for exempfion is refused.
I have had an opportonity afforded by the
goodwill of the Minister to see the files some
time ago. Although the warden on the sec-
ond oceasion refused to recommend exemp-
fion, the Minister was apparently disap-
pointed in the warden’s answer for instead
of upholding the warden who had given the
second decision, he criticised the warden’s
decision and stated that be could not find
anything in the evidence pointing to the con-
clusion to which the warden had arrived. If
the Minister conld find nothing in the evi-
dence which pointed to such a conclusion as
that which the warden had arrived at, why
did he not decide on the matter in the first
place and give exemption? Why did he send
the matter back to the warden in order that
he might take the full responsibility of de-
ciding on the merits of the case, and after-
wards crificise his decisions? I am not going
to say anything of a very hard nature about
the Minister's action in this connection, but
T have come to the conclusion that the Min-
ister was wrong in sending the matter back
to the warden for reconsideration if he did
not intend, as he stated to me he did intend,
to abide by the warden’s second recom-
mendation.

The Attorney General: I pever said that.

Mr. TROY: T should be sorry to misre-
present the Minister; T have no personal in-
terest in the matter, but the Minister did say
to me that he thought the warden would
take the responsibility.

The Attorney General: Certainly.

Mr. TROY: And that he intended to
send the matter back to the warden so that
he could decide the full case on its merits,
and, as I understand, would abide by the
warden’s recommendation.

The Attorney General:
up to that point.

Mr. TROY: If the Minister did not in-
tend to abide by the warden’s recommenda-
tion, why did he send the matter back to the
warden on the second occasion, and if he
found nothing in the evidence which would

It is all correct
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enable the warden to arrive at the conelu-
sion he did arrive at, why did he not find on
the evidence in the first case? The objection
I take is that having reéferred the matter
back to the warden in the seecond instance,
the Minister was not justified, and ne
Minister is justified, in tarning down the
warden’s recommendation on {wo oceasions,
and then ecriticising his action after the
warden has aeted as he did, Unquestionably,
the files show that the Minister was disap-
pointed, hecause he pointed out to the war-
den that the shareholders who held one-fifth
share in the mine were not warranted in law
in opposing exemption, and told him to ig-
nole the point. The warden did ignore the
point and the Minister is now apparently
disappointed at the action of the warden.

Tle Attorney General: How do yvou know
that?

Mr. TROY: I know it from the files.
When the warden refused to grant exemp-
tion, why did the Minister eriticise the war-
den’s recommendation?

The Attorney General: I will tell you that
later.

AMr. TROY: He did not criticise him in
the first place. He stated that he could find
nothing in the evidence which led or
pointed to such conclusion as that at which
the warden had arrived. He states that he
does not think he would be doing his duty
if he refused to grant exemption to small
mine owners who had already spent over
£G,000 in developing the mine. He, there-
fore, approved of the six months’ exemp-
fion to date from 27th February, 1917. If
he eould find nothing in the second place, he
eould not do so in the first place. He was
disappointed, beeause he criticised the war-
den, who did not fall in with the intentions
he had in mind. The Minister, despite the
warden’s recommendation, approved of a
six months’ exemption. My quarrel with the
Minister is that he immediately made a
statement, when ecriticised by the Press,
which was entirely beside the point. In the
Daily News he was subjected to much eri-
ticism because of his interference, and be-
cause of his refusal to adopt the warden’s
recommendation on the second oceasion.

The Attorney General: Obviously
spired.

n-
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Mr. TROY: He made it appear in the
Press that the company bad spent a con-
siderable sum of money, and that because of
that expenditure the company was entitled
to exemption. That is not the point, be-
cause, by the expenditure of that money,
the company had already enjoyed a six
months’ exemption, all they were entitled to.
The Minister pointed out that the company
had expended £6,000 on the development of
the property during the term of the working
option, but as a matter of fact the company
had only spent £3,112 from capital, and for
that expenditure the company secured, under
Section 93 of the Mining Act, all the exemp-
tion to which they were entitled. Hven this
money was not expended in the production
of gold, but was expended in the develop-
ment of the property, so that the eompany
might determine whether it was of soeh
value as to warrant them in taking it over.
The mine was not being developed in the
ordinary sense of a gold mine being worked,
but was heing prospected, so to speak, to
enable the ecompany to determine whether it
was worth purchasing or not. For that ex-
penditure the ecompany recelived a six
months’ exemption, and the Minister was
not correct, and is evading the point, when
lie says that he granted a further six months’
exemption because of the money the com-
pany had expended. As a matter of fact,
the company had already enjoyed all the
exemption they were entitled to. A further
statement is made by the Minister that the
ecompany could not raise capital, and that
was one of the strongest arguments put for-
ward hy Mr. Shalleross, the managing di-
rector. He stated that the company was
unable to secure capital in order to work
the lease. As a matter of fact, the Minister
never on any occasion apparently took the
trouble to find out whether the company
actually did try to raise fresh capital or not.
There is on the file a letter from Mr. Shall-
eross which he forwarded to the shareholders
in the Star Syndicate when he took
the leases over, in which he notifies his
shareholders that he does not propose to
raise fresh eapital or to attempi to work
the Sirdar gold mine. When Mr. Shalleross
secured the transfer of the leases from the
vendors, and before he applied for a second
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term of exemption, he wrote this letter to
the shareholders—

Sinee the secretary’s letter to you of
1Sth September, 1916, the vendors of the
Sirdar gold mine have unconditionally ac-
cepted a statement of aceount as ren-
dered by Messre. Ford, Rhodes, and Davies.
The purchase of the property has now
been finally arranged, and the leases have
been transferred to, and are now vested
in, the name of the Star Syndicate, Ltd.
By the terms of the statement, the Star
Syndiente, Ltd,, pays the vendors £450
eash, £350 out of the gold to be produced
from the Sirdar mine, and £2,000 in fully
paid-up shares in the Star Syndicate.

This is what he tells the shareholders—
In view of the scardity of labour and
the other difficulties due to the war, i€ 1s
not proposed to carry ont any work in
conneclion with the main working of the
property until the general outlook is
brighter than at present.
Instead of attempting fo raise more capital
Mr. Shalleross assures the shareholders that
he does not propose to eall for more capital.
He is raising war conditions and the restric-
tions imposed by the Federal Government in
respect to fresh ecapital, and assures the
shareholders, in order to ease his responsi-
hility and theirs, that these are the reasons
why he is not asking for more capital. L
do not think the Minister conld have seen
that letter,

The Attorney General: That letter is sub-
sequent to the exemption.

Mr. TROY : Pardon me, it is not.

The Attorney General: It is.

Mr. TROY: 1t is before the exemption.

The Attorney General: It is not.

Mr. TROY: If the Minister will prove
to me that it is subsequent to the exempiion,
T will take his word for it. I have, how-
cver, a note of it here. That letter was writ-
ten to the shareholders in February, before
the exemption was applied for, and a copy
of that letter was never sent to the vendors,
Messrs. Clark, Delaney, and Hill, who hold
one-fifth share of the mine, until later. Mr.
Shalleross excuses himself for keeping them
in ignoranece on the ground that they were
not on the registered list of shareholders
until later in the month of February.
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Messrs. Clark, Delaney, -and. Hill, who- se-
enred their living out of the property, and
who expected that the . purchase money
would ecome out of the working of the pro-
perty, in giving evidence in the court stated
thal they wonld not have agreed to the trans-
fer of the lease if they had known of this
letter which Mr. .Shalleross wrote to the
other ghareholders, In the frst place- Mr.
Shalleross was never entitled to exemption,
and in the second place the arguments he
put forward to the Minister were of no
value in that they were not truthful state-
ments. He first said he could not work the
mine because he could not get labour, and
afterwards, when he was confronted with
evidence, he abandoned that. Then he made
the statement that he had proved the value
ot the lease but that it would require eapital
te the amount of £25,000 in order to put a
plant on it and treat the ore; and, when
confronted with evidence to the contrary, le
abandonred that also. He then said that he
could not raise fresh capital. He did not
attewpt to raise fresh capital; on the other
hand he assured his shareholders that he
was opposed to the raising of fresh enpital.
In the face of all this, the Minister in-
structed the warden to grant him exemption
for six months. Mr. Shalleross has a num-
ber of mines on the Murchison and in res-
pect of these for two-thirds of the time they
are under exemption. He is constantly
knocking at the door of the Mines Depart-
ment; he is a most persistent man,

The Attorney Geperal: He was only once
at the department to my knowledge durinz
the whole of my term as Minister for Mines.

Mr. TROY: You were nobt there very
long. Do 1 understand the Minister to say
that Mr. Shalleross saw him once only?

The Attorney General: Yes,

Mr., TROY: There are letters on the file
showinyg that be saw the Secretary for Mines
a dozen times at least.

The Attorney General: When does his
time expire?

Mr. TROY: On the 27th of this month.
My point is that Mr. Shalleross got more
exemption than he was entitled fo and that,
in my opinion, the Minister was unwise in
arranging to give hin the exemption he did,
The Minister made some reference to the evi-
dence wiven by a publican, who said in effect
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that e did- not care whether the nine paid
or not so long as the money was spent. But
why take notice only of one publican, when
there was available the evidence of the men
who owned the property and who had been
deprived of their livelihood hecause of its
transfer lo Mr. Shallecross? The Minister
wave Mr, Shalleross exemption, but the men
who made their living by the property, the
men wlo got their money from the gold won
from the mine by their work, can get
neither their property nor their money; that
is the position to-day. T do not wish to say
anything unkind to the Minister; but there
are certain individuals, mine managers, in
this eountry who are always insisting npon
what is due to them because of what they
do for the development of mining proper-
ties. They are always complaining regard-
ing labour, that they do not get a fair day’s
return for a day's work. In my opinion it
wonld be a dozen times better for the min-
ing indunstry if some of them had never had
anything to do with the indusfry becanse
the whole of their career is marked by ex-
emption clanses. They spend two-thirds of
the money on the surface and when failure
follows they blame the men working in the
mine.

The Attorney General: Con you suggest
anything which will overcome that?

Mr. Holman: He is one of the worst
mining men in this country.

Mr. TROY: 1 object, Mr. Speaker, to
heing placed under eross-examination. I
must make my statement in my own way.
T want to say that the Minister in my
opinion acted wrongly and unwisely, and I
think unfortunately; because I want to dis-
courage the practice of any Minister throw-
ing the responsibility on a warden of coming
to a decision and when the warden has given
his decision—as he did on two oceasions in
this ease—criticising that decision and act-
ing contrary to the warden’s recommenda-
tion, The granting of this exemption has
not only been injurious to the mining in-
duostry of the distriet, but it has done griev-
ous harm to the original owners of the mine,
who have heen deprived of their livelihood
and are unable to secure money due to them,
hecanse the Minister has enabled the com-
pany to hold the property for, in all,
thirtéen months. T would not complain if
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the cumpany had. met with diffenlties or if
the property had been purchased before the
war; but the option was taken during the
-term of the war, and the property pur-
ehased during the continuance of the war,
Mr. Shalleross knew of the difficulties con-
tingent upon the war conditions before he
tovk the property over. Yet, in face of that,
e zoes to the Minister, and although he does
not make out a case the Minister at first
-would not “grant his application but later
-does so. It is becanse | wish to discourage
this practice. on the part of any Minister
that | move the motion standing in my
name, .

Mr. HOLMANXY
second the motion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon.
R. T. Robinson--Canning) [5.8]: I think
that the hon. member will see when I have
finished my reply that he has heen somewhat
misintormed in this matter. Judging by the
remarks which have fallen from the mover,
I cannot come to any other conclusion than
that there is some personal feeling in regard
to the Sirdar case on the part of the member
for Mt. Magnet (Mr. Troy). I may say that
I laid it down as a principle for myself in
the Mines Department that, although I, as
Minister, had the power to vary a deeision
of a warden in connection with exemptions,
and although it bad been done on many pre-
vious occasions, it was never so done by me
excepl in the ease of the Sirdar. And T
hold that so long as a warden has carefully
Leard the evidence and analysed it and has
.come to a conclusion, no Minister should
interfere with that decision except for very
clear and very grave reasons. I am satis-
fied that such reasons were present in this
vase, and T have no hesitation in saying
-here, in answer to the member for Mt. Mag-
net, that had the warden, as I reguested him
to do, held a re-hearing of that case and
then decided it on its merits, I venture to
say 1 would not have had oceasion te inter-
fere in the matter. Let me carry members
back a little in history. T want {o repeat
that 1 hold a Minister, although he has the
power fo interfere with a warden, should
‘not do so if the warden has come to a deci-
sion afler having heard evidence and decided
the case on its meriis, Buot what happened

(Murchison)
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in this case? 1 will quote fromt the files.
The warden said— S,

Without, considering the erits of the
,case ] recommend that this exemption be
-refused on the ground that the applica-
tion is objected to hy one-fifth of the
shareholders.

That is to say,-the warden, in giving his de-
cision, put on one side the merits of the case
and for other veasons, that eertain indi-
vidualg objected, he gave his judgment. T
repeat, had the warden given his judg.aent
on the merits 1, as Minister, wonld have

been very loth to exercise the powers Par-

liament has clothed me with. After hearing
on. several ovecasions from the member for
Mi. Magnet—L came to the eonclusion that
T would not take the responsibility of de-
ciding the case myself at all, and T sent it
back to the warden, puinting out the mis-
take he had made—he undoubtedly did
make a mistake—and requesting him to hold
a re-hearing of the case on its merits and to
then let me know the result, Tnstead of the
warden re-liearing the case on ifs merits,
wliat do you think he did? He said, “Oh, if
the Minister will not deeide it I will decide
the case myself.” T have no faith in the
Jdecision of any judge who, when a case
comes hefore him to be heard, refuses to de-
cide the case on its merits but lets it go on
o technteal objeetion. T have no faith in
that man’s judement.

Mr. Chesson: Why did you send the case
back to him, then?

‘The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T sent it
hack and pointed out te him that instead of

«leciding the case on its merits he had de-

cided on a technieality. When a ecafe comes
hefore a warden and he chooses to decide it
without considering its merits, what is the
inference to be drawn? Ts it not that had
he eonsidered the merits he would have ap-
proved the application, but that becanse ob-
jection is lodged by one-fifth of the share-
holders he decides to refnse exemption. I
venture to say that no man with a judicial
mind would come to any other conclusion.
T think I have made that point clear.

Hon. P. Collier: Why make an atfack on
the warden?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This is 2
personal attack upon me.
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Hon. P. Collier: It seems fo me that the
warden has as good reasons for refusing the
case on its merits as on the technicality.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If so, why
why did he not decide on its merits? Why
did he use these words:—

Without considering the merits of the

case, I recommend that this exemption he

refused on the ground that the appliea-

tion is objeefed to by one-fifth of the

shareholders.
That was the first decision. I am sure [
am not telling tales when I say I have al-
ways respected very highly the opinions of
a man like the member for Mt. Magnet
(Mr. Troy), who has occupied the position
of Spenker liere, and similarly I have given
the greatest weight to the opinions of yvour-
self, Sir, and also of any member on the
other side of the House who is familiar
with mining matters. I have always treated
those opinions with the greatest respeect,
and they have carried a great deal of
weizht with me. The member for Mt, Mag-
net and I argued this case out very fully.

Mr. Troy: On its merits.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No; on
the technical points raised. The member
for Mt. Magnet eventually, T fhink, agreed
with me that the best thing was to send the
case back to the warden to decide it on ifs
merifs.

Mr. Troy: That is quite eorrect; becaunse
you said you would not take the responsi-

bility. That is the position.
The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Why
shonld I take the responsibility? A Minis-

ter is not here to take the responsibility of
exemptions when he has wardens paid for
the purpose. ]

Mr. Troy: Then why did yon take it Iater
on? '

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I will
tell the hon. member that when. I.come to
the next fence. As regards the first fence,
I have heaten the hon. member, He agrees
with me that it was right and proper of
me to send fhe case back to the warden.

Mr. Trox: When you would not take the
responsibility.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: At this
stage it will he interesting to read what I
did say to the warden. The member for
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Mt. Magnet in reading extracts from the file
omitted the most material of my minutes—
the one I just referred to, in which it 18
meationed that the warden stated he con-
sidered the case on its merits. I am sure
it did not appear of mueh importance to
my friend, but it is of importance to me.
Before reading the minutes, I wish to in-
terpose that although the name of Mr. Shall-
cross has been heralded as that of the per-
son who was to benefit by the Star Syndi-

‘cate, that syndicate is ecomposed of a num-

ber of well-known Perth men, not residents
of the goldfields, and the bulk of fhem not
mining men. My, Shalleross was the mana-
ger or attorney, and, as such, was the
mouthpiece who approached the Minister.

T was aware of that fact, and the
names can he seen on the filee One
other matter of fact T desire to men-
tion is that this syndieate had been

in existence for about 12 months, and had
spent approximately £5,000 of its own
meoney in the development of the lease.
During the course of that expenditure the
syndicate had raised about £1,100 or £1,200
worth of gold.  The Syndicate had thrown
that money into the venture too. Thus the
syndicate had expended on the lease in 12
months a sumn of £6,0600.

Mr. Holman: Was not most of that spent
in machinery?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No; on
development. My friend blows hot and
hMows cold; the ecomplaint was that there
was no machinery on the lease. This shows
how mueh the member for Murchison (Mr.
Holman) knows about the matter. Let us
start with the fact that the syndicate had
spent that money, and with the further fact
that under the Mining Act any set of per-
sons are entitled, as of right, to exemption
calcnlafed on the amount they have spent
on their mine. In this case the expenditure
was £6,000. Under Section 93, I think it is,
of the Mining Act they are entitled to six
months' exemption for every £1,500 spent
on a 24-acre lease.

Mr. Trov: For every. £1,500 spent from
capital, not from gold won, mark vou.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The Aot
does not say so.

Mr. Troy: Yes; it does.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL:
were entitled, as of right, to that.

Mr. Troy: And they got it.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes; bui
the hon. member would almost lead the
{Honse to understand that it had been granted
to them by somebody as a favour. They
were absolutely entitled to it; and that is
the point I want to make, The hon. member
attempted to convinee the House that T had
done wrong. Before I sit down, I will show
the House that I have done right, and that
if any wrong has been done it was done
by someone else, and not by me. The mem-
bers of the syndicate were entitled to seven
months’ exemption as of right.

Mr. Troy: Yes; and they wot it.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: That would
be in ordinary times. Prior to 1914, any-
body spending that sum of money on a
mine was entitled to that exemption. Let
the House answer me whether, if a man 1is
entitled to six months’ exemption in times
of peace, he is not entitled to additional
eonsideration in times of stress such as those
we are passing through? Is there anyone
who will answer me otherwise than in the
affirmative? There is not; of course not.

Hon. P. Collier: On those lines yon will
¢lese up the gold-mining industry,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: If those
faets did not influence the minds of the war-
den, they were very present to the mind
of the Minister. ith those facis in my
mind I wrote the following minute:—

23/3/17. The Secretary for Mines. Re
the Sirdar Lease. In this case I have per-

used the whole of the evidence, while T

have received Mr. Troy, M.L.A., in inter-

view on three occasions, and have on one
oceasion granted an interview to Mr.

Shalleross. 1 have now come to the con-

clusion that the wisest thing to do is to

send the proceedings back to the warden
for consideration of the case on its merits,
for the following reasons— (1) the war-
den has stated that his decision is based
on the objections raised by three share-
holders in the company, and there are de-
clarations on the file which show that the
warden stated he did not eonsider the
case on its merits; (2) I would point out
that it is the case with limited eompanies,

They
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such as this is, that they are ruled under
the Companies Act by a -majority of the
shareholders, and it would be wrong for
any Government to affect the destiny of
any company at the request of a minority
of its shareholders.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Was that after the

seeond ingairy?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: This
starts the ball rolling. My minute con-
tinues—

1 almost think tbat the warden must have
hnd it in his mind that the shareholders
in ¢uestion were members of a syndicate,
and perhaps overlooked the fact that the
syndicate was a limited company, I there-
fore think Lhe was wrong in law in decid-
ipg as to whether he would or would not
recommend any exemption against the
opposition of certain persons who held
shares in the company.
May I interpose that two disaffected share-
holders in the Western Australian Bank
conld go down to a shareholders’ meeting
and wind up that institution if that judg-
ment af the warden is correet, which of
eourse it i not. I continue reading the
minute—
{(3) Tn coming to his conclusion on the
merits of the case, the warden would be
entitled to take into consideration, with
other matters, the views of the minority
of the shareholders, but he wonld alse
take into consideration the majority of the
shareholders too, when c¢oming to his de-
cision. I feel sure that neither one set of
views nor the other will weigh with him
so much as the best interests of the indns-
trv. While he is the judge of individual
cases, this will be the dominant factor in
his mind. (4) I observe that evidence was
given Dby certain hotelkeepers and roads
board officers. T have no doubt that would
have no weight with the warden, as one of
the hotelkeepers frankly admitted that he
wanted to see expenditure, and did not eare
whether the mine paid or not. (3) Mr.
Shalleross placed before me a number of
specimens which, he contends, are sul-
phide ores and ean only be treated by the
roasting process.
This is a new point—
Mr. Troy, on the other hand, advised me
there was any quantity of oxidised ore in
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the mine, which was readily amenable to
_ -battery treatment. This is also a matter
ilal the warden will no doubt fully in-

quire into before coming to a decision.

Please, therefore, ask the warden to re-

consider or re-hear the case on its merits.
I ask whether, even from the point of view
of my friends opposite, that is not a fair
and proper way of putting the case to the
warden? T think there can be no answer
other than that it is a fair letter for the
Minister to write.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is quite right;
but what abount the second case?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: T helicve
this warden te be one of the best wardens
e have, and [ do noi want any remark of
mine to cast any reflection on him, 1 believe
he is a very good man. But I want to make it
clear that the warden decided the case, not
on its merits, but on a point of law; and,
therefore, the inference which anyone would
draw is that the merits were in favour of the
applicant. I drew the warden's attention to
-the new point, that is, the oxidised and sul-
phide ores, on which it was necessary for
‘him to take evidenece. The following is the
warden’s reply, dated the 4th April last,
and addressed to the Seeretary for Mines—

I beg to acknowledge receipt of yours
of the 24th ultimo, forwarding a minute

“from the Hon, the Minister reruesting me

to reconsider the applieation for exemp-

tion by the Star Syndicate, Ltd., as it was
alteged that the application was not con-
sidered on ifts merits. I am prepared to
admit that I stated, when making my re-
commendation, fat without going into the
merits of the case 1 would recominend that
exemption he refused on the ground that
the application is objected to by share-
holders represenfing one-fifth of the
shares in the Star Syndicate. I meant by
that that, as | had allowed very full evi-
dence to be taken from both sides, and
considerable latitude as to the relevance
of some of the evidence tendered, I did not
purpose to go into all the areuments for
and against the possibilities of the con-
tinnation of the working of the property
under its present conditions, and that T
considered that there were sufficient
- grounds alone for the refusal of the ob-
jection in the facét that ome-fifth of the
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shareholders o1 the syndicate objected to
the exemption being granted. I have never
previously lheard an exemption applica-
tion which was objected to by any of its
shareholders. It is contended that the min-
ority of sharcholders are bound by the de-
cision of the majority. From a legal as-

peet tlis would appear to be so, hut I

take 1t that applications for exemption

are dealt with Ministerially, and so long
as the application iz not under Seection

93 dealing with exemption as of right, un-

der which section, if certain conditions are

fulfilled, the applieani is entitled to ex-
emption, that the Minister can decide as
to an application in any manner be likes.
1 invite attention to the next paragraph—

And although Subseetion 7 of Section 281

of the Mining Act appears to bind the mi-

nority, the last clause of Section 2S1 ap-

pears to nullify this with regard to regis-

tered companies.
‘I'he answer to that will be seen in my reply;
but T may interpose here that the warden
had forgotten that registered companies are
ruled by the Companies Act, and this par-
ticular reference to the Mining Act was to
say registered ecompanies were nol to be sub-
ject to this section of the Mining Act, and
that they were conirolled by their own stat-
utes. :

Mr. Troy: Well, get on to the warden’s
declaration.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The mem-
her for Mt. Magnet is not in the Chair now,
and he must not dare to speak to me like
that.

AMr. SPEAKER: Order!

The ATTORNEY GENERAT:
warden’s letter confinues—

\Vith rezard to Mr. Shalleross's statement

in the first page of his letter of the 3rd

ultimo, referring to the expenditure of
£5,912 by the syndicate, it was on the
strength of this expenditure that the pre-
vious six months’ exemption was obtained ;
wvide Mr. Shalleross’s evidence in cross-ex-
amination te Mr. Delany. With reference
to the last claunse of lhis letter, Mr. Shali-
cross states that Clark, Delany, and Hill.
now recognise that they made a great

mistake bv opposing the application. I

have received a confmunication from the

Mining Registrar ‘at Mt. Magnet, dated

The
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- the zud inst; staving- thag;Clark, Delany,
and Hill emphatically decline to with-
draw their objection. The Hon. the Min-
ister, in the last paragraph of his letter of
the 23rd ultimo, asks me tv veconsider or
re-hear the case on its merits. As I am
satisfied that a re-bearing will not be of
any denefit, I have carefully gone through
the evidence and reconsidered the case on
its merits. and have come to the conclusion
thai on the evidence as a whole it would
be betler for the mining industry in the
Mt. Magnet distriet if the application for
exemption was refused. 1 return letter
and declaration from My, Shalleross as
requested.

Hon. P. Colliec: How did you wet over
that?

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In the
first place 1 asked him fo reconsider or re-
hear the ecase, and pointed out to him the
new phase of evidence concerning the sul-
phide ores. On the one hand it was said
that it would cost £20,000 to treat those sul-
phide ores, while on the other hand Alr.
Troy said that there was plenty of oxidised
ore available, It was for the warden to in-
quire imto that, but he did not take the
trouble to do so.

Hon., P. Collier: Oh, yes, he did.
refers fo 1t there.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: No.
This is fresh evidemee. We have arrived at
the conclusion that where a warden decides
a case, not on its merits bui on a technical
point, the merits of the ease could not have
pointed fo the same conclusion. Cases are
not decided on technical poinis when the
merits would uphold a similar finding.

He

Mr. Holman: Yes; vou often hear that in
- eourts.

The ATTORNEY GENERAT; Never.
Of course the hon, member appears in eourts
I know nothing of.

~ Hon. W. €. Angwin: Yon know that
many cases are decided on points of law,

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: [ have
never heard of a judge who preferred to
settle a case on a point of law rather than

-.on its merits.
he will do so. However, the thing s to
“know what I did in answer to this eommuni-

If he can settle it on wmerits .
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calion. Lrom -the warden. This is my
minute— .

1 have read the minute of Warden

Crockett, dated the +th inst., in whieh
he admits that he refused exempiton with-
out roing into the merits, becanse it was
opposed by certain of the shareholders re-
presenting one-fifth of the shares in the
Star Syndieate. The Warden admits that
from a legal aspect the minority of the
shareholders are bound by the decision of
the majority, but he rather thinks that
Ministerial effeet should be given to this
decision rather than by the Warden, and
he proceeds to point out that “although
Subsection 7 of Section 281 of the Mining
Act appears to bind the minority, the last
clause of Seetion 231 appears io nullify
this with respect to registered companies.”
The Warden has entirely overlooked the
fact that Section 281 applies te mining
partnerships, and only at the end of the
section we find the proviso that the see-
tion shall not apply to any incorporated
company or association registered under
any statute. Why? Because the Com-
panies Act of 1893 completely governs
the proceedings of companies and the
Mining Act does not interfere therewith.
Under that statute Table “A” of the
schedule, which eomprises regulations for
the management of companies, applies,
unless specially excluded by the memor-
anda of association. Paragraphs 46 to
53 provide for the number of votes each
member may have, whilst paragraph 44
provides that at any general meeting, un-
less a poll is demanded by at least five
members, a declaration from the Chair-
man that a resclution has been ecarried
shall be suflicient evidence of the faet
that majority rule prevails. Paragraph
37 provides the powers of directors,
whilst Section 50— —
Hon. P. Collier: T generally wrote a long
minute like this when 1 was frying to get
oul of something.

The ATTORNEY GENFERAL: The hon.
member eould not write a minute of this
deseription at all. It is oanly a irained
lawyer who could de it.

Hon. P. Collier: That is one of your
handicaps.
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
minute continues—
whilst Section 50 of the Statute itseif pro-
vides for power of alteration of the regu-
lations by special resolution. Tt therefore
follows that neitber the representations
of a minority nor a majority view of the
shareholders in a court have any effect
with that ecourt. The eourt will he guided
by the wish of the ecompany constitution-
ally expressed. The warder proceeds to
say that he lhas reconsidered the case on
its merits and has come to the eonclusion
on the evidence as law that it wounld be
better for the mining industry in the Mag-
net distriet if the application for exemp-
tion were refused. 1 eannot find any-
thing in the evidence which leads to or
points to such a coneclusion, except, pos-
sibly, the evidence of the hotelkeeper.
This application is made under Section
91, which gives the Minister power, when
it is shown to his satisfaction by evidence
taken by the warden on oath that cer-
tain grounds for exemption exist, to grant
such exemption. TIn this instance we need
only consider the prineiple of want of
capital afler a fair amount shall have been
expended on the lease in work, labour or
material. There is evidence that the sum
of £5,912 has heen spent, £4,734 capital
moneys and £1,178 worth of gold won, 1
have to take into consideration the amount
of money spent, in view of Section 93,
and in respect of which six months’ ex-
emption has already been granted. If it
were not war time, I should be inclined
to stick to the letter of the law of Sub-
section 3 of Section 93, but in view of
the state of war which exists, and which
it affecting every industry and every part
of every industry in the British Empire,
T do not think T would be doing my duty
to the country and to the mining industry
if T were to refuse fo grant exemption to
the small mine owner who has already
spent approximately £6,000 in developing
his mine. I therefore approve of six
months’ exemption being granted, fo take
effect from 27th of February last.
Three months previously! So, in effect, I
granted only three months’ exemption.
Mr. Troy: Because the mine had not been
working for three months,
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1 granted
it to take effect from the previcus decision.

Hon. P. Collier: What was the date of the
first hearing? )

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: The 27th
February.

Mr. Troy: And the mine was under ex-
emption all the time, *

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Anyhow,
that is the story. If this is aimed at me, all
I have to say is that I believe I have hon-
estly and fairly done my duty. 1f it is aimed.
at Mr. Shalleress, the House is not the place-
for an hon. member to make remarks abont
one engaged in the mining industry who
cannot answer in the House. If it is aimed
at the shareholders, similar comment ap-
phies. Any hon. member who had oceupied
the position of Minister and who bad to
weigh the facts and arguments might pos-
sibly have arrived af some other conclusion,
but he weuld not have disagreed with me in
the decision I arrived at. No person who
has argued this case in the public Press,
other than the member for Mt. Magnet, who
does not argue it on its merits, has been
able to find fault with the steps the Minister
took. I can puf the member for Mt. Magmet
on a different plane, for he is not attacking
me.

Mr. Troy: Not you personally, but T am
attacking your administration.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: I accept
his agsurance that he is not attacking Mr.
Shalleross either, He is attacking what he-
terms the system. The system is as we
find it, and it is not for a Minister for Mines:
to shirk his duty when some question erops
up and he has to decide. I think I would
have been a very poor member of the Wilson-
Cabinet had I failed, in war time, to grant
the exemption asked for.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I think vou have-
blown him out.

Hon. P. Collier: He blew out the Wilson-
Cabinet.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: In conclu-
sion, I am very glad that the member for
Mt. Magnet has given me an opportunity
for making a statement to members on this
question, because wherever it has appeared’
in the Press it has apeared only in a frag-
mentary way. 1 value the opinion of hon.
members from the goldfields who were assos-
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ciated with me durmg the period 1 was ad-
ministering the Mines Department, and [
wonld not like those gentlemen to think that
1 had fallen short of deserving their good
opinions.

Mr. Holman: It is a great pity you did
not take that trip through the Murchison.
Had you dyne so, you would never have
granted this exempiion.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Had T
done so, even the people on the Murchison
would have been satisfied on liearing my
explanation.

Mr. TROY (Mt. Magnet—in Teply)
[541]: T do not suppese there is much to
be gained by prolonging the diseanssion, but
the Minister’s reply shows how dangerous
it is to have a trained lawyer administering
a department in which practical knowledge
is required. The whole of the speech of the
hon. member was taken up with endeavour-
ing to evade the issue, in indulging in legal
phrases and terms of technicalities, en-
deavouring to show the House that the case
was decided on some legal technieality,
whereas, as a matter of fact, if the warden
ever decided a case on a legal technieality
he abandoned it immediately directed to do
so by the Minister. The Minister has
stressed the point that this compony ex-
pended £6,000 on the property, and so was
entitled to exemption based on that expen-
diture. 1 pointed ont that the company had
expended oniy £4,000, and that for this ex-
penditure the company had received all the
exemption it was entitled to. Nobody
is cavilling at that. The company was not
entitled to exemption on the score of the
ependiture of £6,000. Section 93 of the
Mining Aect makes it clear that, for six
months’ exemption, the expenditure must
he £300 per acre. independently of the pro-
ceeds of any gold or mineral derived from
the mine. The Minister has denied that.
He does not know his own Act.

The Attorney General: T object to that.
T did not have the Act before me. I do not
want reflections east at me like that. T ean:
not earry seetions in my head.

Mr. TROY: What business has the At-
torney General to rise in his seat and in-
terrnpt my remarks? He has no business.

The Altorney General: Yon cast a reflec-
fion on me.

Mr. TROY : Before the hon. member rises
he must ask my permission, while I hold the
floor. -

The Attorney General: When you were
Speaker.

Mr. TROY: And now. When I am called
on to speak, I can speak until I give way
to somebody else. I am not prepared to allow
the Minister to confuse the issues and make
a plansible slatement in the House in a
plausible legal manner just as he can do
in a court. No wonder people have the
opinion that “the law is an ass,” when a
man can go inte court and by plausible
phrases and legal technicalities deal out
what ig ealled justicee That will not do
here, and it will not do for a Minister to
get up in the House and evade the issnes
by making plausible statements when praec-
tical issues are at hand. The company were
not entitled to exemption on this oceasion
becanse of money expended. The Minister
led the Honse to helieve they were, but they
were not. The company had already en-
joved seven months’ exemption for that.
They had all they were entitled o, and a
month over. They applied for exemption
on the second occasion but they could not
get it for the expenditure of money because
they had already secured the full exemption
for expenditure. On the second oceasion
the warden, T admit, refused the exemption
because certain shareholders in the mine
were opposed o it and they were the original

‘shareholders, thevendors, and would not have

handed the mire over if they had thoucht
that an exemption would be applied for.
‘When the Minister referred the matter back
to the warden, he not only directed the war-
den in regard to the legal position of the
company and shareholders, but he also sent
the warden additional statements made by
Mr. Shalleross and drew the warden’s at-
tention to the faet.

The Attorney General: 1 did not send
them; T did not know they had been sent
until the hon. member said so.

Mr. TROY: The Minister said that Mr.
Shalleross had shown specimens from the
mine which could not he treated exeept by
expensive machinery, and vet with that ex-
tra knowledge impressed on the warden the
warden says he had gone into the matter
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most fully, ‘ana naa’ admitted- Some evidence
which was not relevant. He-said, “I have
got that and the additional statements made
by Mr. Shalleross, which the other side have
had no opportunity of cross-examining or
denying or opposing, and further, I refuse
to recommend the exemption because it
is not in the interests of the mining indus-
try.” Leaving the legal technicalities out,
and after accepting the correction, the
warden says, “On the merits of the case, I
refuse to recommend the exemption,” Clear
of all the plausible and legal technicalities,
that is the position. Then the Minister at-
tacks the warden and eriticises him, and says
lte fails to see liow the warden ean arrive at
the decision he lLas, because apart from the
evidence of the hotel-keeper—see the bias—
he can see nothing in the evidence to justify
the warden in refusing the exemption. The
hotel-keeper was one of ten or fifteen wit-
nesses who gave evidence, and the bias is
shown by the referenee made to the hotel-
keeper’s evidence. Why did not the Minis-
ter make some reference to the evidence of
practical men who said that the ore was in
the mine? Why did be not attaeh more im-
portance to that, or attach importance to the
shareholders who were prepared to work
the mine, and knew where the ore existed?
The Minister attaches no importance to the
Practical aspeet of affairs, but he makes
some reference to the evidence of the lotel-
keeper. Is that what can be called a reason-

able and fair summing up by the Minister

of the warden’s decision, when he shuts his
eves to the evidence of practical men who
say that the ore is in the mine and that it
shows a profit. He puts that aside entirely,
and gives it no consideration. If the war-
den, who had the fullest opportunity of
knowing all the people who gave evidence
and who heard the evidence and has a prae-
tical knowledze of the locality, is not the
man to decide the case on its merits, how 1s
the Minister to decide it, when he has no
practical knowledge? If the warden, with
his twenty years of practieal knowledge of
the industry and who knows the locality and
the property, if he cannot decide the case,
how can the Minister, who does not know
the locality and who has only had an op-
portunity of seeing a portion of the evi-
dence? I hold the Minister has failed to
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satisfyfhé Hondé and that he nas not acted’
in the best interests of the indusiry.

The Attorney General: Beecause you are
prejudiced against this case.

Mr. TROY: There never was a more
glaring instance of mal-administration. I
challenge the Minister to give one instance
in this country where the Minister, after
receiving the warden’s recommendation, has
sent the case hack and thrown the respon-
sibility on the warden and then turned his
recommendation down.

The Attorney General: He did not ac-
cept the responsibility.

My, TROY: He did accept it. He said,
“Ag I am satisfied that a re-hearing will
not be of any benefit, T have carefully gone
through the evidence and considered the case
on its merits, and I have come to the con-
clusion, on the evidence as a whole, that it
will be better for the mining industry that
the exemption be refused.” If the Minister
eame out plainly and faced the issue I wounld
not feel hurt about it, but I will not allow
the Minister to come here and, favoured by
his legal training, to cloud straight-out issues
and pretend to the House that he had acted
in the best interests of the country, when he
has not done so. That will not do me, and
the Minister is courting disaster if he adopts
that poliey in this House. This lease has
been held by the Star Syndicate for eighteen
months under a working option, and for
thirteen months this month the mine has
been under exemption., The Minister has no
regard for the men who make their living
from the mine and who own the mine, but
he has great sympathy for people in Perth
who are mere speculators; he has no sym-
pathy for those who get their money from
the mine and who are now deprived of their
living.  The Minister has great sympathy
for the reputable men in Perth, but none for
the practical men in the industry.

The Attorney General: You know that is
not correct.

Mr. TROY: I would not feel so hurt
ahout this matter if the Minister would ae-
knowledge his guiit.

The Attorney Genmeral: I object to that
statement.

Mr. TROY: The Minister has great con-
sideration, remarkable consideration, for the
speculators in Perth, but for the men who
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own the property, bhe has none. The lease
was handed over to Mr. Shalleross on the
understanding that it would be worked. The
Minister has no consideraiion for men who
are worth ten thousand times more to the
industry than these speeulators. I could
forgive the Minister becanse be has no prac-
tical knowledge of the industry and If he
gaid that Le had acted i éivor. If the
Minister had said this, my ecriticism might
not have been so severe, How did the Min-
ister deeide on the merits of the case?

The Attorney General: T did not do so.
I agreed to give ihe exemption.

AMpr. TROY: What was the reason?

The Attornev (ieneral: Beecause the war-
den had failed to satisfy me,

Mr. TROY: The Minister thought, on the
second oceasion, that the warden would say
that he would grant the exemption because
he had no legal power to refose, but the
warden said, “1 have inquired most fully
into the case, and without considering the
other aspeects, I think the objection of one-
fifth of the shareholders sufficient to justify
me in refusing the exemplion. If that is
not sulficient, on the merits of the case I
refuse the exemption.” The Minister casts
{hat aside, and in the interests of the specu-
lators in Perth he granted the exemption.
Then the Minister says, if the company were
entitled to exemption prier to the war, how
much more are they entitled to exemption
during the term of the war. Even that ex-
cuge will not apply here, because the com-
pany took over the leases during the term of
the war. T have no personal feeling in this
matter, but I thought I would be acting
confrary to the interesis of my constituents,
and of the mining industry, if I encouraged
any Minister to pursue a course similar to
that adopted by the late Minister for Mines.
1 acknowledge the hon. gentleman’s sym-
pathy in mining matters or many oceasions,
but on this oceasion he was wrong, and be-
cause I felt he was wrong, and adopted a
policy which should be disecouraged, I sub-
mitted this motion to the House. With the
permission of the House I will now with-
draw it.

Motion by leave withdrawn.
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BILI—PERMANENT RESERVE
(KING®’S PARK).

Al stages.

Received from the Legislailivé Council
and read a first time.

Second reading. :
The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [6.3] in moving the second reading
said:  This was the privilege Bill in the
Legislative Couneil, and it merely provides
for an exchange of a block of land between
the King’s Park Board and the University.
For some time past the question of improv-
ing the appreach to the Crawley entrance
of King’s Park has been under considera-
tion. In Mareh, 1916, the Kings Park
Board communicated with the University
authorities with a view of exchanging cer-
tain land. Tt may be remarked that the pre-
sent entrance from the Perth-Fremantle
road to King’s Park is by way of Ferdinand
street, This is very narrow, and the ap-
proach to the King’s Park gate has a sudden
turn, and, consequently, coming ount of the
park, and approaching the park gates, ve-
hieles run some risk of colliding. The block
of land whiech it is proposed to transfer io
the King's Park Board belongs to the Uni-
versity and runs along Ferdinand street
from the Fremantle road. The object of the
King’s Parlt Board in securing the land is
to widen Ferdinand-street so as to make the
approach to the park a chair wider and cut
off a considerable amount of the angle at the
park gate.
Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt is a chain wide
now.

The PREMIER : It will be a c¢hain wider
when this land is transferred. The exchange
will effect not only an improvement to the
park, but will provide a fine approach, and
give preater security to traffie. The Bill
asks Parliament fo agree to the exchange of
a block of land further towards the river
near Crawley for that which tbe King’s
Park Board desire.

Mr. O’Loghlen-
same area? .

The PREMIER: I think that the Uni-
versity authorities will have the best of the
hargain, because the site mear Crawley is
better for them than the site alang Fer-

Are the blocks of the
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dinand street which approaches the park.
So far as the area is congerned I think in
both cases it is about the same. It is neces-
sary to bring in this Bill becanse the reserve
is a Class “A” one, and, bheing such, cannot
be absorbed without an Aect of Parliament.
I have a plan which I am prepared to show
hon. members who may desire to see it and
know the exaet position of the blocks it is
proposed ta exchange.

Hon. W. C. Angwin:
making a road.

The PREMIER: I do not know where
the money will come from, nor do I know
whether the King’s Park Board are pre-
pared to do the work at once, but the hoard
desire that this exchange shall be made. T
move—

More expense in

That the Bill be mnow reud a second
time.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [6.8]:
One hardly knows on the spur of the
moment whether one ought to objeet to the
Bill or permif it to go throungh, but cer-
tainly the House requires to carefully serat-
inise any proposal for giving up a Class
“A” reserve, especially in a portion of
King's Park, 1t is an avea of nearly four
aeres, and one can hardly gather by a hasty
glanee at the plan whether the House would
be justified or not in passing the Bill, but,
in any case, the matter is not nrgent.
Neither the King's Park Board nor the Uni-
versity people has any money to spend in
making road approaches. Certainly I should
say in the present condition of the finances,
and knowing haw desperately hard up the
King’s Park Board have been of recent
years, the matter need not be hurried
through. The King’s Park Board only
twelve months ago had to dispense with the
serivees of some of their rangers. Therefore
how can they be in a position at the present
time to spend money in making alterations
to roads? There may be an understanding
with Mr. Lovekin, who is an active member
of the Board and who has done good work
in that capacity, bhut T think the House
should pause before giving over any portion
of the park land, even if the object he the
widening of a road, or providing better ap-
proaches as explained Ly the Premier.

[ASSEMBLY.}

Hon. W, C. ANGWIN (North-Bast Fre-
mantle) [6.13]: There is one phase of this
matter that requires to be looked info, There
iz to be an exchange of certain land. What
will happen to the land that the King's
Park Board will take over? The portion
they will take over ig an “AY reserve, and it
will be away from the entrance to the park.

The Premier: It is at the entrance to the
park.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: T know where it
is because I was there the other day. The
full width of the road is a chain; that is, it
would he a chain if it were properly made,
but the area of the land the University is
giving over is 540 links, which means that
the area of land to he taken by the Board
in exchange for that given to the University
will be mueh larger than is required for the
road. T have no objection to raise to any
exchange that may be made between iwo
public institutions, an exchange which will
be of mutual benefit to the two, but immedi-
ately the land is taken away from the Uni-
versity anthorities by this Bill it ceases to
be a Class A" reserve.

The Premier: It bhecomes part of the
park.
Hon., W. C. ANGWIN: The Bill dees not

say that.

The Premier: It will be vested in His

Majesty.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. W. G. ANGWIN: During the tea
adjournment I have examined the plan and
noted in the Bill that provision is made thag
this land to be taken from the University
ghall become part of the Iing’s Park Re-
serve, Therefore I have nothing further lo
say.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, elceterd.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported withont amendment and
the report adopted.

Read a third time and passed.
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BILLS (5}—RETURNED FROM THE
COUNCIL.
1. Melville Tramways Aet Amendment.
2. War Council Aet Amendment.
3. University Act Amendment.
4. Licensing Act Amendment Act Con-
tinuance.
5. City of Perih Act Amendment,
Without amendment,

RETURN—TRAVELLING ALLOW-
ANCES OF MINISTERS.

Mr. HOLMAN (Murchison) [7.37): 1
move—

That there be laid upon the Table ofi
the HMHouse o return showing—1, The
amounts of travelling ullownnces received
by Ministers of the Crown for the years
ending 30th Jume, 1908, to 30th June,
1917, inclusive. 2, The boat, rail, or other
fares or expenses reccived by or paid on
Uehalf of Ministers during thal time. 3,
The amount of allowances, fares, or other
expenses paid to or on behalf of officials
or others accompanying the Ministers. 4,
AWl other extra expendilure incurred or
caused by DMinisters travelling in the
State or elsewhere during the above-
mentioned period.

T am told that no opposition will be offered
to this motion. As I understand that some
little time will be required for the prepara-
tion of the return, I shall content myself
with asking that the Premier makes the re-
turn available as soon as its preparation
has been completed.

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [7.38]: I shall have the return pre-
pared for the information of hon. members.
‘When il is prepared I will make it available
as reyuested.

Question put and passed.

ELECTORAL—YILGARN VACANCY.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [7.39]:
As T understand that the business of the
session is now concluded, may T ask the
Premier to make a statement in regard to
the Yilgarn vacancv. 1 would like to know
whether it is the intention of the Govern-

(1]

ment to proceed with the by-eleetion or to
hold it over until the general elections, see-
ing that so far we have not adopted the
procedure that has been followed in the
past, namely. to announce that a member
has taken offiee as Minister, and to move a
motion. That course has not been followed
on Lhis occasion, and therefore I ihink it
would be well if the Premier made an an-
nouncement to the House.

The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moore) [7.41}: The Speaker has not been
asked to issue his warrant to the clerk of
writs for the election of a member to serve
in the present Parhiament for the electoral
distriet of Yilgarn in place of Mr. Hudson,
whose seat has been vaeated by his aceepi-
anee of an office of profit under the Crown,
seeing that the time is not sufficient to enable
a member to he elected to the present Par-
liament. Hon. members are aware that if
the writ were to issue now, the electinn
would go forward, and when Parliament
was dissolved that election would become
abortive and it would be necessary for the
snceessful candidate to again confest the
seat before the general election. I desire to
take the Honse entirely into my confidence in
regard to this matter. My object is to avoid
putting eandidates to unnecessary ineonven-
tence. Tf the writ were to be issued now
it would only clash with the general elee-
tion, and members would have two months
of a campaign. There is plenty of preced-
ent for the course we have adopted. Some
vears ago when a member of this House,
Mr. Oldham, who represented North Perth,
left the State and did not return, his seat
was declared vacant. No writ was issued
and no attempt was made to fill the seat
until the general elections, which took place
a few months afterwards. Again, in the
case of the death of the late Mr. Vosper,
no writ was issued for the election of a
member in his place, as the general elections
were eoming on within a short time and it
was not considered necessary to put the can-
didates to the trouble and inconvenience of
a campaign and to put the State to the ex-
nense of an election. I think the leader of
the Opposition will agree with me that this
15 only a fair procedure in the interests of
the eandidates, and right in the interests of
the State.
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Hon. W. C. Angwin: This course ought
to have been adopted two months ago.

The PREMIER : I think in the interests
of the State we should not have these two
elections elashing. T would like further to
take hon. wembers into my confidence, [
do mot wish to keep anything from them at
this juncture. I think it is only right that
I should tell them what the intentions of
the Government are in regard to the gen-
eral election. 1t is our intention to bring
about the general election on the 28th Sept-
ember. All the machinery for that purpose
will be put in motion as soon ns possible.
I think hon. members will agree with me
that it is well that the course I propose to
adopt should be ecarried ocut in eonnection
with the seat vacated in the Yilgarn electo-
rate.

ADJOURNMENT—CLOSE
SION.
The PREMIER (Hon. H. B. Lefroy—
Moare) [7437: 1 move—
That the Houge at its rising
until the 21st August.
I know it is vsual on these cccasions to ex-
press the pleasure ol the Government and,
I think, of hon. members generally, that we
have come to the close of a strenuous ses-
sion. In this ease, however, I do not think
hon, members will look upon this as having
been a very strenuons session. At Lhe same
time they will be able to look forward, not
to the pleasure of a holiday or a rest, as 1t
is sometimes said they are looking forward
to, but to the pleasure of meeting their ¢on-
stitnents in a short time. I am sure that
hon. members will meet them with pleasure,
just as their constituents will meet them. 1In
1915, when the Premier of the day moved
the adjournment of the House at the close
of the session upon the declaration of war,
he stated that he felt hopeful that before we
met again the dark clouds of war would be
dispersed, and that we would once more have
entered into a period of peace. I regret,
Mr. Speaker, that these hopes have bheen de-
ferred, but it is said that “hope deferred
maketh the heart sick.” At the same fime
I am sure that, although the hope may have
been deferred, the hearts and feelings of
hon. members are not in any way sick in re-
gard to this matter, and that they fully rea-

OF SES-

adjourn
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lise the need for exerting themselves in every
way for the conservation of the Empire and
the seeurity of our eountry. 1 may express
the hope also that the time is not far distant
when we shall bhe able to realise these anti-
cipations and will once more enjoy peace, a
peace with honour. Peace without honour
will he nezither lasting nor advantageous to
us, because we are engaged in a fight for
iiberty and freedom. 1f we do not have
peace with lionour we eannot expect to have
that liberty and freedom which we are now
fighting for. I thank you, Sir, for the cour-
tesy which you lave extended to this House.
1 desire, too, to congratulate you upon the
manner in whieh you bave maintained order
in this House. From the moment that you
entered upon yonr present oflice, the elec-
tricity which has sometimes arisen in this
House seeins to have disappeared, and we
have had nothing but times of peace sur-
rounding us from the fime that you assumed
your present position. I trust that you
may long occupy that position, Sir, and that
the samwme peace will be maintained in this
House which has bheen maintained during
the present session,and that, though we may
fight for principles in this House, future
Parliaments may, at any rate, refrain from
acrimonijous debate and from the expression
of personalities which may bhe hurtful to
hon, members generally. None of us know
for eertain that we will come back to this
House again after the general elections, but
I hope, when the House does meet again,
that we shall have a Parliament, over which
you will have the honour to preside, not only
able to aszist the State through its times of
trial and stress but, at the same time, a Par-
linment which will be a credit to itself and
an honour to the country. I thank the offi-
cers of the House for the courtesy whiech
they have extended to me whilst ocenpying
my present position, and for the assistance
they have afforded to me. I should also like,
in eonclusion, to thank my friend the leader
of the Opposition {(Hon. P. Collier) for the
courtesy he has extended to me as leader of
the Government, and I think he felt during
this session that it was his dnty to assist the
Government as far as he eould in bringing
the session to a speedy termination. I
thank him and hon. members opposite for
their assistance in bringing that about. I
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am suve that neither the country nor Parlia-
ment desired, particulaurly in the trying
period which we are now experiencing, that
this session ghould have heen prolonged to
any great extenf. I trust, if I should have
tlre honour to occupy this position again in
the future, that the same good feeling ma.
exist Lelwesn Tion. members onposite and
myself as has existed during the present
short session which we are now bringing to
a close.

Hon. P. COLLIER (Boulder) [7.53]: 1
endorse to the full the senfiments expressed
by (he Premiger. In faet, T think this is an
oceasion when we might pass round words
of mutual admiration and congratulation to
cach other, secing that possibly some of us
may not meet under similar conditions in
the very mear fnture. As flie Premier has
rightly stated, the session which is now
dreawing fo o close has not been a very
strenuous one. Whilst (hat is so, T think we
ean elaim that the life of the present Parlin-
ment hag been rather n strenuons one. We
Lave been running concurrently with the
period of the war, having been elected, T
think, shorlly after the outbreak of war
three vears ago, and even the stress and
tnrmoil of the battles in Kurope hns been
veflecied to some extent in this Chamber.
We have had no less than three Govern-
ments in offiee during the past three years,
and no fewer than four Speakers. I should
say, without having loaked wp the record,
that this is something. like a reeard for this
State Parlinment. WWhatever the verdict of
rosterity may he npon the work of this Par-
liament, if indeed posterity will ever remem-
ber us at all, exeept Ffor the fact that we
have been privileged to live in this historic
peried, I bope it will not be forgoiten, even
hy some of those who are so ready to cast
reflections, and sneer at the integrity and the
eapacity of memhers of Parliament, that this
Parliament has lived through times which no
Parliiment 1z Western Ausiralia, or indeerd
in the Commonwealth, has ever lived through
hefore: and some aceaunt, therefore, shounld
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be taken of the difficulties which have had to
be cxperienced by Parliament because of
this faet. T amn pleased that the Premier has
fixed the general election for an early date.
Personally, T de not think the eleetors of
this country are desirous that the various
vandidates for parliamentary honours shall
indulge in long wrangling reeriminations in
this eritieal tbme in our history. May I ex-
press {he hope that the enmpaign will he of
ag pleasant a noture as it is possible for any
political contest to be. May I also express
the hope that our friends, so far as one op-
ponent may offer pood wishes to another,
will, at least the majority of them, come
back after the general election. I join with
the Premier in lhoping that we shall soon
have a cessntion of the terrible trouble
whicl 15 now going on in Hurope, nnd that
the members of the new PParliament and the
Government of the day will have an oppor-
tunity of settling down to three years of
steady work for the benefit of this country
and the State in general. T should like, in
conclusion, to offer my thanks to yourself,
Sir, for the kindly consideration vou have
shown to me during yonr brief term of office
ns Speaker of this Flonse, and to the clerks
and officers of the House for their unfailing
courtesy on all oceasions.

Mr. SPEAKTER [7.56]: T thank the Pre-
mier and the leader of the Opposition for
their kind expressions towards mysclf, but
feel that T must say that the members of the
House themselves are deserving of the kindly
remarks of the Premier as much as I am my-
self, T should have heen unable to eondnet
the business of the Honse with any degree
of suneeess unless T had the support of mem-
bers. T, therefore, desire to thank haen.
members for their kindness and courtesy
towards myself since I have oceupied the
Chair, and also the clerks and officers of the
TTanse gencrnlly for their courtesy and evi-
dent desire tn assist me in my new office.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 7.58 p.m.

Parliament was jrrorogned by Proclamation issued in the Government Gazetle
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