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Mr. B. J. S'Lubbs: What has all tﬁis
to do with the Chief Hgnsard Reporter?

Mr. GARDINER: Nothing, only he
thought that Mr. Barwoed might have
been appointed to that position, becanse
he had credentials whieh the hon. member
did not possess. Althongh different eom-
mittees controlled the Hamsard staff and
the other employees of the HHouse, as a
protest against the inadequale remunera-
tion paid to the latter, he wounld opposc
an increase being given to those who were
already in receipt of a fair rate of pay.

Progress reported.

House adjourned at 11.36 p.m.

Legislative Council,
Tuesday, 4th November, 1913.

PaGE
Question : Loeal Court, Shark Bay 2214
Papem preseoted 2214
Bills: Roads Act Amendme,nt n 2218
Mines Regulat'on, 2R, 2231
land Valuation, 1R. .. . .o 2242
Fremantle Improvement Com L. 2242
Motion : Public Servant’s Reu:emeut Cnpt..
Hare, to inguite .. ..o 2217

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

QUESTION—LOCAL COURT,
SHARK BAY.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM asked
the Colonial Seeretary: 1, Whether the
Commissioner of Police eaused a public
inquiry to be held in Shark Bay on the
conduct of eases in the local court of
petty sessions, as a result of a petition
reeeived by him, and the result of such
inquiries, 2, Does the Colonial Seere-
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tary consider—(a) That it is desirable
that the Commissioner of Police should
receive and take notice of petitions
eriticising justices; or (b) That an in-
speetor of police shonld hold a public in-
quiry in the local police court on the
conduct of soch ecourt, especially when
Lhe malter was raised by the local con-
slable in that eourt, and the petition ap-
parently inspired by the constable's re-
marks in eourt? 3, Whether in spite of
the fact that the inspector reports he
could find no canse of complaint by
either (he constable or the petitioners,
the only notice that has been taken of
the malter has been the appointment to
the honorary bench of a personal friend
of the eonstable? 4, Will the Colonial
Secrelary lay all papers in connection
with this matter on the Table of the
Honse?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY re-
plied: 1, No. An inquiry was held by
the chief inspector inle certain alilegu-
tions against the loeal constable. 2 (a),
The Commissioner of Police does not
take notice of such petitions; if received
by him they are passed to the proper
quarter, (b), The Chief Inspector of
Police inquired into certain charges
against the local constable, but did not
inquire into the conduet of the loeal
police ecourt. 3, The constable made no
complaint. 4, Yes, I am plaring the
papers on the Table of the House.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

Ry the Colonial Secretary: Water
Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Depart-
ment—>Meiropolitan  Sewerage—Retnra
asked for by the Hon. A. G. Jenkips,
showing (be total amount expended on
the sewerage works, the amount ex-
pended in execess of the estimated cost,
and the amonnt expended for private
connection which is debited to private
individunals.

BILL—ROADS ACT AMENDMENT.

Intreduced by Hon, J. F. Cullen and
read a first time.
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MOTION—PUBLIC SERVANT'S RE-
TIREMENT, CAPTAIN HARE,
TO INQUIRE.

Debate resnmed from 30th October on
the following motion by Hon. D. G.
Gawler :—Thal a select committee be ap-
pointed to inquire into and report on the
cirenmstanees which led up to the retire-
ment of Capt. Hare, late Commissioner
of Police, with power to send for per-
sons, papers, and records in connection
therewith and relating thereto.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY
{Hon. J. M. Drew): The action of Mr.
Gawler in moving in this matter at this
late hour of the day is, to say the least
of it, remarkable. Captain Hare retired
from his position as Commissioner of
Police on the 31st March, 1912. Nine-
teen monihs have passed since then,
nearly two sessions have elapsed, the
hon. Mr. Gawler has been a member of
the House during the whole of that time,
vet he has never before seen the need of
taking action in the direction of investi-
rating Captain Hare’s retirement. 1f
Captain Hare was ignominiously dis-
missed, if his dismissal was the result of
charges brought against him by Con-
stable Campbell, and if he was not given
an opportunity of disproving these
charges, it is strange indeed that public
attention was not called to the fact long
before this, It is astounding that the
hon. member did not take action over
twelve months ago, and it is still more
astonnding that he should ask for the
appointment of a select committee un-
less he could furnish better and more re-
liable evidence than he has placed before
the Hounse, Mr. Gawler questions the
propriety of Captain Hare’s relire-
ment and says that as be did not come
under the Public Service Aet he came
under the Superannnation Aect, and so,
under these circumstances, at the end of
40 years’ service he would have been enti-
tled to forty-sixtieths of his salary. With
regard to the first assertion, it will be best
met by the comments of the Solicitor
General which are recorded on the file,
In a minute dated 18th Mareh, 1912, the
Solicitor General said— .

2217

The office of Commissioner of Police
was within the Public Service Ast,
1900 (see Section 5—"Nothing in this
Act will apply to the police force ex-
cept the Commissioner and Inspector
of Paolice.” The Public Service Act »f
1900 was repealed and the Act of 1904
does not apply to the police force. The
repeal of the Public Service Aet, 1900,
did not, however, affeet any right or
privilege acquired or acerued under
that Act (Interpretation Aet, 1898,
Section 18¢). But the Act provides
that the Governor might require any
public servant to vetire at the age of
60 years (see Section 39), I am
therefore of opinion, as the Commis-
sioner of Police has reached the age of
60 yvears, the Governor may require
him to resign his office.

Section 1§ {e) of the Interpretation Aet,
referred to by Mr. Sayer, reads—

Where this Act or any Act passed
after the commencement of this Aet,
repeals any enactment then unless the
contrary intention appears, the repeal
shail not— (e} Affect any right, privi-
lege, obligation, or liability acquired
or acerued under any enactment so re-
pealeld. .

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Is there not a
letter on the file from the Pnblic Service
Commissioner showing that he did not
come under the Public Service Act?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: T
will deal with that presently.

Hon. J. D). Connolly: Was he under
the Public Service Act of 19049

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No.
As regards his retirement the Solicitor
General claims that he was under the
Public Service Act of 1900. The Super-
annuation Aet is an Act to regulate the
payment of pensions and allowances. It
furnishes no machinery for the retire- -
ment of public servants, The retirement
must be brovght about by other-means,
and when the retirement has been effected
then the Superannuation Act comes info
play in order to determine the pension
to which the person retired is entitled.

Hon, F. Connor: Youn have not told
us why he was retired.
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The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
cannot give everything in one or two sen-
tences. T will deal with the whole ques-
tion before I sit down, If Captain Hare
was not under the Public Service Act of
1900 he would have been under the Police
Act of 1892, and if he was under the
Police Act of 1892, Section 5 of that Act
reads as follows—

The Governor may from time to time
appoint a fit and proper person to be
Commissioner of Police throughout the
said Colony and as occasion shall re-
quire may remove any Commissioner
of Police and appoint another in his
stead. :

Bo in the Police Act of 1892 full power
is given to the Governor to remove a
commissioner of police as oceasion may
reguire.

Hon. D. & Gawler: That is hardly
the question; it is the way in which it
was done,

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
shall return to that. Assnming that the
Commissioner of Police was under the
Police Act of 1892, the custom in the
Public Service is that where a public
officer is not under the Puablic Service Aet,
the principles of that measure shall be
applied to him as far as possible for the
purpose of uniformity. One of the pro-
visions of the Public Service Act is that
any officer under that Act may be called
upon to retire when he reaches the age
of 60 years. Acording to Mr. Gawler an
officer not under the Public Service Act
comes under the Superannuation Act and
can remain in the service for 40 years.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Unless be is re-
moved for some good cause.

The COLONTAY, SECRETARY: He
can remain for 40 years. Suppose he
joins at 40 years of age, the hon. mem-
ber’s reasoning 18 (hat he may remain in
the service until he is 80 years of age,
provided his eonduct is good.

Hon, W, Kingsmill: That is
wrong.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Mr.
Gawler states that Captain Hare joined
the service in 1870. He was not retired
until 1812, that is, 42 years after he
joined the serviee; and although he did

quite
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not serve continuously, although he
served intermittently, that fact did not
prevent the Government from regarding
the whole of his service in computing his
pension,

Hon, M. L. Moss: You are bound to
do that.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: See-
ing that he joined in 1870, surely no
great hardship could have been involved
in his retirement in 1912, or 42 years
afterwards. We are iold that the re-
guest for Captain Hare's resignation was
nothing short of an ignominious dismis-
sal. Tf so, there ave scores of other men
who have been ignominiously dismissed
from the Public Service. The contention
is too absurd and preposterons for com-
ment.

Hon, D, G, Gawler: Did you thank
him for past serviees?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Mr.
Gawler endeavours to associate the com-
missioner’s retirement with eertain
charges made against him by Constable
Campbell, but he has not supplied the
House with one atom of evidence to sup-
port that view. Constable Campbell’s
charges, I can say conscientiously, had
nothing whatever fo do with the retire-
ment of Captain Hare, The story of
Captain Hare’s retirement can be told in
a few words. Shortly after the Govern-
ment entered into office, they called for
a return of all officers in the public ser-
viee who had reached the age of 60 years.
After the end of the year, some time in
January, I believe, this list was supplied
by Commissioner Jull, I have the list
before me, and it shows that there were
37 officers in the public service who had
rcached the age of 60 years. The Gov-
ernment at once retired a number of them
and since then have been gradually re-
firing the others, and up to the present
time at least one-half of the number have
been retired. Captain Hare was retired
because he had reached the retiring age,
and hecause the Government considered
that it was in the best interests of the
State that the head of the police force
shonld be a vigorous and more experi-
enced man than Captain Hare, Superin-
tendent Lawrence was also retired be-
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cause he was over 60 years of age, and
his office was subsequently abolished.
Other public officers were retired from
time to time becanse they had reached
the age of 60 years. The faet that Con-
stuble Campbell made these charges had
nothing whatever to do with the matter.
In fact, Cabinet had regarded these
accusations so lightly that if hon.
members refer to the file they will see
that they were not designated charges,
but eomplaints. Constable Campbell had
been so persistent in approaching pre-
vious Governments and building up files
and covering reams of paper that the
Government considered it desirable that
these complaints should be investigated,
nol only in the interests of Constable
Campbell—

Hon, A, G. Jenkins: You rewarded
Constable Campbell by paying his ex-
penses.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Con-
stable Campbell was afforded every op-
portunity to present his case. Te was
brought from Norseman and practically
taken off duty, but he exhibited so much
delay that the Government, on my re-
eommendation, had to bring pressure to
bear on him to make him bring his
charges without delay. All this is shown
by the file. In the meantime the refire-
ment of Captain Hare and of other pub-
lic officers, including Mr. Oct. Burt, took
place. Constable Campbell then with-
drew the charges. Captain Hare was in-
formed that Constable Campbell had with-
drawn the charges, and he offered not the
slightest objection. If he had insisted on
an inquiry, or if he had asked for an
inquiry, such inguiry would have been
* given him, and if Constable Campbell
had not been able to prove his charges
he would have been dismissed from the
gervice, as others who have since made
false charges against publie officers have
been dismissed from the serviee.

Fon. A. G. Jenkins: If he withdrew
his charges, is not that just as bad?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
Many months after
tired from the service he saw me and
wanted an inquiry. I asked him why he
did not insist on an inquiry when Con-

Captain Hare re--
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stable Campbell made his withdrawal.
Captain Hare said he acted on advice,
and since then had discovered that the ad-
vice was wrong., I told him he had missed
his opportunity, and that I would not
reopen the case at that stage. Vet the
hon, Mr. Gawler said that if these charges
had been made it shonld not matter
whether Captain Hare was retired or
not, the eharges should have been in-
vestigated, My reply is that they would
have heen investigated had Captain Hare
insisted on or asked for an inquiry. But
he did not do so, and consequenfly Con-
stable Campbell was allowed to ith-
draw,

Hon, J. D. Connolly: Was he ever offi-
eially aware that these charges were made
against him?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Yes,
of course,

Hon. J. D. Connolly: When?

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:
peatedly.

Hon. J. D. Counnolly: There is nothing
in the papers to show that.

Hon, J. Cornell: I think you will find
that  Constable Campbell had more
brains than he had.

The CCOLONIAIL SECRETARY: Cap-
tain Hare was in charge of the police
force and had access to the files,

Hon. D. G. Gawler: When the charges
were withdrawn and Captain Hare was
still commissioner why did not the Gov-
ernnent hold an inquiry?

The PRESIDENT: The hon.
Gawler has the right of reply.

'The COLONIAL SECRETARY: If
Captain Hare considered that an injust-
ice was being done why did not he say
80; but months after, at least six months
so far as I can reeollect, he asked for an
inquiry. The hon. Mr. Gawler stated
that Constable Camphbell was allowed to
come from Norseman without even the
consent of his superior officer.,  That is
not correet, as is shown by the file. Con-
stahle Campbell came to Perth with the
consent of his saperior officer, and when
in Perth be asked to be allowed to zo
back to Norseman in order to get soma
papers in connection with his ease.

Re-~

Mr.
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Hon, J. D. Connolly: He is referring
to a later period.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No;
this is the later period. Constable Camp-
bell asked for permission to get some
papers which be said were necessary to
the case, and I gave him permission to
do so, The Hon. Mr. Gawler made a
statement which, if correet, would cer-
. tainly strongly indicate that Constable
Campbell’s charges had a lot to do with
(laptain Hare’s retirement.

Hon, W. Kingsmill: That is the gen-
eral impresion too.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
hon. member stated—

The request for Captain Hare's re-
tirement was made on the 22nd March,
having been decided in Cabinet on the
20th March, and the letter with-
drawing the charges was dafted the
9th Mareh, so that on the face of it,
it seemed an extraordinary thing that
Captain Hare’s subordinate—a man
who was practically prosecuting him--—
should be in possession of information
as to his retirement eleven days before
the Government had decided on it.

It would be a very exiraordinary thing
indeed if that were true, but it happens
to be incorrect and utterly without foun-
dation. The request for the retirement
was not made on the 22nd Mareh, Cap-
tain Hare was notified before the end
of Febrnary. The Execative Council
minute was put through on the 22nd
Mareh, but the retirement of Captam
Hare was public property long before
Constable  Campbell withdrew  his
charges. In the TWest Australian of the
28th Febrnary, 1912, the following ap-
peared—

Public  Service—Some important
changes—Retirement of  prominent
officers. The Government have of laie
been giving very eclose attention to the
quesiion of effecting a number of alter-
ations in econnection with the admin-
Isiration of various State departments,
with the object of arranging for the
abolition of certain offices and the
retirement of various public servanis
who have reached the retiring age,
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where either course would appear to
be in the interests of the State. In one
or two instances the resignations of
certain officials have been before the
Government for consideration, and
these have been econsidered when deal-
ing with the general proposals. It is
understood that amongst the altera-
fions whieh the Government have so
far determined upon are the follow-
ing:—The retirement of the Under
Secretary for Public Works (Mr. W, F.
L. Stronach) ; the abolition of the office
of Chief Clerk in the Public Works
Department held by Mr. G. C. Black;
the abolition of the office of Chief
Clerk n the Colonial Secretary’s De-
partment, held by Mr. D. B. Ord; the
retirement of the Commisioner of
Police, Caplain Hare; the abolition of
the office of Superintendent of Police,
held by Mr. W. C. Lawrence; the re-
tirement of the Sheriff and Comp-
troller General of DPrisons and Lhe
amalgamation of the duties of such
office with those of some existing office
—the position is held by Mr. OQet.
Burt; the retirement (and abolition of
the office) of Commissioner of Tropcal
Agrieulture, Mr. A. Despiessis. As Mr.
Lander, one of ihe Inspectors of
Mines, is resigning, this particular
position is being dealt with in cou-
junction with the foregoing. The
Government have also under consid-
eration the question of the establish-
ment of a sub-branch of the Treasury
for the purpose of systematically dea'-
ing with State hotels and the inspeec-
tion of liquors by the amalgamation of
coniral of State hotels and the Inspe:-
tion of Liquors branch.
Hon. J. D. Connolly:
CGovernment statement?
The COLONIAL SECRETARY : That
is o statement which appeared in the
Press, and I may say that the late Com-
missioner of Police was notified of his
retirement, 1 understand, before this ap-
peared. I was not in Perth at the time;
I was away in the Geraldton distriet,
but the intimation was conveyed to him
by the Hon. W. C. Angwin {Honorary
Minister) who was acting in my place.

Was that a
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Hon. A. G. Jenkins: Did the Govern-
ment anthorise the publication of that.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I do
not koow, It is apparent that whoever
is behind the hon, Mr. Gawler has mis-
informed him, and the only ground, it
seems to me, upon which he could de-
mand a select committee is gone, If
what he stated were true and correct
there wounld be ground for very grave
suspicion that the Government and Con-
stable Campbell were in collusion.

Hon. D. &, Gawler: That is what we
want to remove.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
hon. member said there was not a word
of apology or regret or appreciation un
Captain Hare’s retirement., I say there
was something more tangible. For pen-
sion purposes, as I have already stated,
the whole of Captain Hare's services
were taken into account.

Hon. M. L. Moss: You had to do thar.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: We
did not. Captain Hare acted for three
years as private secretary to the Gover-
nor, aird that was not an established posi-
tion in the permanent eivil service, and
we need not have taken it into account.

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: You allowed Ord
the same.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: And
although the ex-commissioner joined the
service in 1871 and his serviee was inter-
mittent, Yet he received a pension of
£468 18s. a year. The fact that he would
draw such a pension made it very much
easier for the Government to retire him
than would have been possible under
other cireumstances. In addition he re-
ceived one year’s long service leave on
full pay, and he was not entitled to thar.

Hon, J. D. Connolly: That has always
been done.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: No,
it has not always been done.

Hon.'D. G. Gawler: I think it was
only a fair thing.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
was done in the cases of Superintendent
Lawrence and Captain Hare, but I do
not think there is another precedent. It
is not a good precedent either. Mr., Al-
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_coek, the Public SBervice Commissioner,

wrote—

I ean ouly recommend that the ex-
ecommissioner is entitled {o three and
a half-sevenths of three months, phis
leave one and a half months not taken
in 1908.

Consequently Captain Hare was entitled
to only three months leave on full pay,
and he received twelve months. That
was at the time of his ignominions dis-
missal.

Hon, Sir E. H. Wittenoom: Only en-
titled to three months?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Yes,
but that is not all. We are told that
there was not one word of appreciation.
1 say there was an act of appreciation,
besides what I have already related. The
late commissioner was presented with
a buggy horse and a set of harness by
the present Government.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: By whom?

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: By
the present Government.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: By the police.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Not
by the police. The police had no power to
do so. That only goes to show that the hon.
eenfleman was not well posted in the
facts. A letfer was written to Captain
Hare by my instructions on the 25th
July, 1912. three months after he had
been retired, as follows:—

I have the honour by direction io
inform you that on the recommenda-
tion of the Hon. the Colonial Seerc-
tary, the Government have been pleased
to approve of the grey mare which
vou nsed in the department for many
vears, and also her harness, heing
presented to you. Necessary instrue-
tions in the matier have been issued
to the Acting Commissioner of Police.
F. D, North, Under Secretary,

Captain Hare’s reply dated the 28th
July, 1912, was as follows:—

I have the honour to ackrowledge
your letter, dated 25th ultimo, and re-
quest that you will convey to your Hon.
Minister my thaoks for his recom-
mendation, and to the Hon. Premier
and members of the Government my
grateful acknowledgment of their kind-
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ness in presenting me with the bay

mare and harness, The gift was all

the more pleasing inasmuch as I have

very great affection for the mare.

Yours faithfully, Fred Hare.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: A presentation
worth about £20.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: That
does not matter. It indicates the good
feeling which existed between the Gov-
ernment and Captain Hare. There was no
animos displayed, none whatever. The
late commissioner accepied the gifi from
the Government and accepted it, as he
stated, with gratefnl acknowledgment.
The hon, Mr, Gawler said the Government
had cast a stigma on Captain Hare's
reputation. If that is so, why did Cap-
tain Hare accept a gift from his stig-
matisers?

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Did you thank
him for his serviees?

Hon. J. Cornell: He got paid for them.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Mr.
Gawler asked the House to remove a
stigma from an honourable name, but
there is not now, nor has there.ever bheen
so far as I know, any stigma cast on the
name of Captain Hare, and to ask the
House to obliterate a stain which exists
onlv in the imagination is to ask it to
undertake a work of supererogation. The
Government do not fear an inquiry, but
it is my intention to oppose the appoint-
ment of a select committee on prineiple.
No case has been made out, the reason
for the retirement of Captain Hare has
been fully explained, and the Government
bave acted perfectly within their rights,
If a select committee is justified in this
case, it will be justified in scores of
others and I cannot see how the House
ean avoid taking them on. There have
been dozens of public servants retired
during the past two years, and hundreds
within the past ten years, and a very fair
proportion of them have grievances, fan-
cied grievances in a great number of cases,
and thev have greater grounds for com-
plaint that the late Cowmmissioner of
Police. For 19 months Captain Hare has
kent silent and Mr, Gawler has also kept
silent on the matter. T do not sav that
the lapse of time should he regarded as
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an important flactor in considering a
matter of this kind, but at any rate there
should be some new development, some
fresh evidence, If there is no more now
than there was 19 months ago, there is
no justifieation for the appointment of
a select committee. My contention is
that there is no further evidence now
than there was on the 31st March, 1912,

Hon. J. D, CONNOLLY (North-
East): I rvise to support the motion
moved by Mr. Gawler, and having for
some years gccupied the position of Min-
ister controlling the police foree, I natur-
ally bave an intimate acqnaintance with
the late Commissioner of Police. I also
know a great deal about the matter be-
fore the House and a good deal about
Constable Campbell, whose name has
been mentioned. Further I lhave had
occasion in my official capacity to express
my opinion of the conduet of that con-
stable on several occasions, for reasons
to which 1 will not refer. If the select com-
mittee is appointed I might say it is not
my intention to serve on it becanse I feel
to a certain extent that my mind is made
up on this matler. I only rise on this
oceasion, however, to add@ a few remarks
to those of Mr, Gawler because of the
knowledge I possess, and on the grounds
which T intend to submit I shall ask the
House to accede to the request for the
appointment of the committee. In my
opinion the Minister has not adduced any
arguments against the appointment of
the committee. Tf there is nothing to
hide, what is the Minister’s objection to
an inquiry being held? I desire to say
as little as possible on this oceasion, be-
canse I do not in any wayv want to pre-
judice the inquiry which the committee,
if appointed. will enter on. I only wish
to say sufficient fo convinee the House
that Mr. Gawler’s request ounghi to be
acceded to, My remarks will be confined
not to the knowledge I acquired as Min-
ister but to what I have heen able to
gather from a perusal of the files on
the Table, and hon. members will
know that my comments will be in-
dependent of whatever knowledge may
have been acouired by me in former
years, It would appear from the files
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that Constable Campbell was at Norse-
man at the time the present Government
took office. Hon. members will see on
one of these fles—fhey are rather
jumbled up—that immediately the present
Government assumed office this policeman
wrote a very improper letter, I might
say an impertinent letter, to the commis-
sioner.

"Tle Colonial Secretary: That was in
September, before we accepted office; you
were in office at the time.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: T am not
referring to that particular one, 1 will
allow that one to pass.

The Colonial Secretary: You ought io
read that one too,

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: I have read
it, but it is not of sufficient interest to
the House, It was merely an inquiry as
to why a certain bad record was placed
on the officer’s record sheet. To that a
reply was sent that it would be removed.
The letter I intend to refer to is dated
30th October, ahout a fortnight after the
present Government assumed office. Con-
stable Campbell wrote this letter to Mr.
Brophy, the distriet police inspector at
Kalgoorlie, and the letter is such that it
ought not to have been toleraled by a
superior officer. After that, on the minute
which was written by the Commissioner
to the TUnder Secretary, there should
have been definite action taken, but what
do we find? There are ten foolseap
sheets of this letter written in bush-
lawyer style; the Commissioner sends
along a report to the under secretary who
is the permanent head of the department,
asking him to note the aection of this
eonstable and stating that it is his inten-
tion to formulate a eharge of insubordina-
tion against him, By some extraordinary
means—there is nothing to show how—
this letter went to another Minister alto-
gether, the Honorary Minister (Mr.
Angwin).

The Colonial Seeretary: T was absent
at the time.

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY: I would
draw the atiention of hon., members to
the minute written by the Honorary Min-
ister. There is nothing in the minute of
the Commissioner of Police on the letter
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written by Constable Campbell to
Justify anything like the remarks which
were elicited from the Honorary Min-
ister. The Honorary Minister sets up a
special plea for Constable Campbell and
be relates how {hat officer has been
hardly deall with. I do not know where
the Honorary Minister got the informa-
tion, but he snubs the Commissioner
apparenily for even referring to this
impertinent letter at all, and the
Commissioner is advised not to take
further action in the matter. That was
in October. There are numerous blanks
in this file which speak louder than
words. There are no further minutes
but we find that no charge has been made
against Constable Campbell and appar-
ently nothing was done. There is, how-
ever, a Cabinet decision that Camphell
shall be brought up from Norseman so
that all his eomplaints might be heard.
That was in December. It is not ap-
parent what occurred in the interval, We
find on the 22nd Febrnary the Coromis-
sioner telegraphed to Inspector Brophy at
Kalgoorlie as follows—

Has Constable Campbell left his
station; if so, did yon give him permis-
ston ?

Apparently Constable Campbell was in
Perth and the Commissioner desired to
know from JInspector Brophy, under
whose control Campbell was at the time,
whether it was he who gave Camphbell
permission to come to Perth. Inspector
Brophy replied to the Commissioner that
he knew nothing about Constable Camp-
bell’'s absence. Then the Comomissioner
sent a letter fo the Minister to note that
no leave was given to Constable Campbell
to travel about, and this minute appears
from My, Drew—

1 gave Constable Campbell permis-
sion to return to Norseman for the pur-
pose of looking for papers connected
with the case. He said he would be
away about a week.

That was on the 8th March. It is a most
extraordinary proeeeding for a Minister
to give a constable permission to leave
his station, and by the way, Constable
Campbell was the officer in charge of
Norseman. The district inspector at Kal-
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goorlie knew nothing about the officer’s
movements and the Conmissioner knew
nothing about it. 1 oceupied the position
of Minister eontrolling the police foree
for six years, and I never considered it
was my duty to interfere with any con-
stable. T consider it was absolutely
wrong on the part of the Colonial See-
retary to go behind the baek of the Com-
missioner and take the aetion he did on
that ocecasion.

The Colonial Secretary: The constable
was in Perth and he wanted to go back to
Norseman to look up some papers in eon-
neetion with the preparation of his ease.

¥lon. J. D. CONNOLLY: T only men-
tion the circumstances lo show the House
the exiraordinary position taken by the

" Minister in this affair. If this is not
controlling the police foree by politieal
methods 1 do not know what is.

The Colonial Secretarv: The hon.
member is nol correct; I did not wire to
the constable to ecome down,

Hon. A. G. Jenkins: Did yon write
to hing

‘The Colonial Seeretary: No; the con-
stable was praeiteally off duty. He was
in Perth and he wanted to go back to get
some papers, Iis superior officer at
Norseman allowed him to come to Perth
and he was in Perth working up his case
and he informed me that he had left his
papers behind in his box and he wanted
to o back to get them.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY : I am simply
quoting from the telegrams as they ap-
pear on the file. Both My. Brophy and
the ex-Commissioner knew nothing about
the absence.

Hon, R. G. Ardagh: Was Constable
Campbell in eharge of Norseman?

The Colonial Secretary: He was re-
moved to Perth for the purpose of the
investigation.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: Yes, he had
been. What I have said is right. There
is another extraordinary thing to which
T would like to draw attention. Here is
a letter from Constable Campbell dated
11th July, 1912, about the time he was
making these charges, and it reads—

Mr. Drew, In reply to your note of
to-day I beg to inform wyon I eannot
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well give you a statement of what each

witness will say—

I do not want to read the whole of it, bat
the point I want to make is that there is
not on the file any minute from the Col-
onial Secretary to Constable Camphell
or anybody else,

The Colonial Secretary: There was a
pencilled note sent to the record room.

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY: Where is
it? Tt is an extraordinary thing for a
Minister to write to a constable asking
him what the witnesses will say against
the Commissioner in a secret way like
this, Why was not an official minute
sent by the Under Seecrelary in the or-
dinary way? I mention this letter and
other ineidents to show that the eircum-
stances of the case are so unusnal that the
House would be absolutely wrong if it did
not ovder an inquiry. I am not mak-
ing use of any information I possess,
bat am simply quoting the faefs as
they  appear on the file. The
charges made by Constable Camp-
bell were very lengthy, and Mr.
Gawler has already pointed out, and the
file also gives evidence on the point, that
the eharges were withdrawn by Campbell
on the 9th Mareh, whilst the recommenda-
tion to Cabinet by the Colonial Secretary
was dated 20th March, and the Executive
minute 22nd March. Constable Campbell
said on the 9th Mareh that he would
withdraw the charges because Captain
Hare was to be retired. It is an extra-
ordinary thing that the constable should
have this private information.

The Colonial Secretary: It was pub-
lished in the Press.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: But the re-
commendation of the hon., member to
Cabinet was made only on 1he 20th March.

The Colonial Seeretary: The whole
thing only went through then. The
Executive Council minute was put up on
the 20th Mareh,

Ton. J. T CONNOLLY: The Minis-
ter stated that the Ex-commissioner was
treated in a most liberal manner. He
admits that officer had had 42 years’ ser-
vice, and according to the Minister he
was treated liberally because he was pen-
sioned on ihe basis of 36 years’ service.
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The Colonial Secretary: He had not
served 42 years.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: In justice
to that officer, although he may not be a
popular man, althongh his manner may
hot appeal to evervbody—I have not

found anything to objeet to on
that score, quite the conirary—
I say without fear of contradietion,

after six years’ experience as his Minis-
ter, that he was a thoroughly good Com-
missioner of Police, He was in perfect
health and was a credit to the State.
Moreover, I say he is still fit for that
position. Hon. members e¢an see him
walking about the streets to-day, the pie-
ture of health and as upright in his car-
riage as a man of half his years, but for
reasons best known to themselves the Gov-
ernment retired this officer in a most un-
pardonable fashion, simply on the ground
that he had just attained the age of sixty.
The Minister told us that the provisions
of the Public Service Act were complied
with., Tarning to the Public Service Aecl,
1904, we find this provision in regard to
retiremeni—

Every officer having attained the age
of sixty years shall be entitled to ve-
tire from the Public Service if he de-
sires to do se, but any such officer may
{unless called upon to retire as here-
inafter provided) eontinue in the Tub-
lic Service umfil he attains the age of
sixty-five years. T1f any such afficer
coniinues in the Public Service after
he has attained the age of sixty vears.
he mav at any time before he atltains
the age of sixty-five years bhe called
npon by the Governor, on the recom-
mendation of the Commissintier, to re-
tire from the Publie Serviee: and
every sach officer so called upon to re-
tire shall retire aceordingly,

That is a provision whereby a man may
refire or the Puoblic Serviee Commis-
sioner may recommend his retirement at
the age of 60, and when he reaches
the age of 65 retirement is compulsory
upless the Publie Service Commissioner
recommends otherwise. This officer was
in good health and yet be was retived
without anv reference to the Public Ser-
vice Commissioner because he had reached
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the age of G0, and be is being paid a large

pension to-day, That was never intended
by the Act. It was only intended that a
man should retire if he was not fit for
further duty. What is the result ol the
Government’s action?  The country is
paying that pension to the ex-commission-
er, and the salary of the present commis-
stoner, simply beeause it suited the
politics of the Government to get this
man oub of office.

The Colonial Secretary: There has
been a saving of £2,000 per annum.

Hon. J. D, CONNOLLY : How has
there been a saving?

The Colonial Secretary: ¥ can show
you. '

Hon. J. D). CONNOLLY: Tt is a pity
that the Miuister did not show thal when
he was speaking just now. I have dealt
with the case from the point of view of
ihe eountry, but lel us take the case from
the point of view of the officer himself.
He served 42 years in the Service. and
bebind his back, and behind the back of
the distriet officer. a constable was ealle!
up from Norseman for a seceret conclave
with the Minister.

The Colonial Seeretarv: That is not
correct,

Hon. J. D. CONNOILLY: T am quot-
ing the file. This constable writes a most
impertinent minute to the Alinister—
“Keep the files away from the defendant”
-—~the defendant was his commissioner—
“keep them locked up and vou keep a
key and I will keep a key. IJf he wants
to see thewm let him see them in my pre-
sence, I am afraid of him tampering
with them.”  Thal is a niee letter for a
Minister to receive from a constable. All
these facts and a good deal more will be
brought out by enquiry, which will re-
Nect no credit on the Government or on
Constable Camphell.  Certainly no harm
ean be done by having this enauiry. Peo-
ple may think that these chnrges were
never withdrawn and that Captain Hare
was retired on account of thém, There-
fore, let justice he done to him and let
an enquiry show that it was net on ae-
eount of the charges made hy Constable
Campbell that Captain Hare was retired,
Reverting again to the magnificent treat-
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ment whieh the Minisler says the ex-com-
missioner received, we find from the files
that this man, who had had 42 years of
service, had been threatened hy ecertain
members in another plaee that he would
be retired; that appears in Hansard. Im-
mediately the present Government came
into power they got a constable behind his
back to formulate charges., Captain Hare
received no intimation thal he +as to be
retired antil the 22nd March, when he
received the following note from the Act.
ing Under Secretary—

The Honourable the Colonial Secre-
tary has desired me to aequaint yon of
the fact that the Government have de-
cided (o terminate your services as
from the 3lst instant. I will advise
you at a later dale, J.e., when the matter
is settled, of the conditions attaching
to your retirement.
I understand that he received 1hat noti-
fication half an hour before he lefi office
on that dav. That is nice treatment of
an oliicer who had spent the whole of
his life 1n (he service,

The Colonial Secretary: He was per-
sonally informed weeks before that.

Hou, J. D. CONNOLLY: Well, that
can be proved at the enquity. I am in-
formed that it was not so, and that he
had no intimagion until he received that
note as he was leaving his ofiice, whilst
cuother officer who was relired on the
saime day reeeived his first intimation
either from the evening paper that day
of from the morning paper on the follow-
inx day. I think these papers disclosze
such a state of affairs that the Minister
mizht welcome this investigation. Tle
faets 1 have given are simply those eon-
{ained in the file. I have not used any
knowledge I possess outside of the file
and I would not have spoken at 2 if
the Minister had agreed to the Seleat
Committee, but I think it is oar duty to
a loyal officer to have this matfer investi-
gated, There can be no valid reason why
the Government should refuse the en-
quiry, and, therefore, I ask the House to
support Mr. Gawler's motion.

Hon, F, CONNOR {North): I rise to
support the motion, T ecan look back to
the year 1886 when I landed in the north
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of this State and first had the pleasure
of meeting Mr. Hare. 1 ean vouch for
the fact that there was no beiter, and no
inore painstaking officer, and no man in
the service who worked harder than Cap-
tain Hare, It was a great pleasure to
people to know him and he is a man well
worth knowing., He attended to his busi-
ness and he did it well. I ihink injustice
has been done fo him, judging by what [
bave just heard read, and it is only due
to him, or to any man who has necupied
his position and thinks that he has a
grievance, that an enguiry should be held.
It would be a great mistake to refnse this
investigation. It will not cost very mueh,
beeanse it is not like a Royal Commission
on which a lot of money will be spent. It
will only take up the time of a few mem-
bers of the Honse and, in jnstice to Cap-
tain Hare, the enquiry should be made.
T listened to the speech of the Colonial
Secretary in opposition to the Select
Committee, and from what I can make
out all he told us was that the Govern-
ment had power under the resmlations—
T will not say the right—to dismiss the
Commissioner of DPolice. Up till now [
have not heard from the hon, gentleman
any reasor why this officer was dis-
missed, except thal he was 60 vears of
nge. Fvery man who lnows Captain
Hare is well aware thal he is qunite as
vapable of carrying out his dnties as he
ever was, and perhaps more eapsble as
be 1s more experienced. T do not want
to labour the subject, but T have inuch
pleasore in supporting the motion and I
hope it will be carricd.

Hon, E. M, CLARKE (South-West) :
As one who has known Captain Ilare
intimately in his private life and known
him officially, T ean say that he is one who
would secorn to do a mean thing. He is
n fearless man in the execution of his
duty and & proud man, and he would feel
very much such a charge as was oade
by Constable Camphell. We have only lo
bark back to a short time ago when a
constable by the name of Tyler attempted
Captain Hare’s life because he thought
the commissioner was against him. T
know that Captain Hare tried in a way
to defend that man. Knowing Captain
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Hare possibly better than any other mem-
ber of this Chamber I ceriainly think we
should bave a select committee to enquire
into this matter, so as %o let Captain
Hare know he is held absolutely blameless.
I wonld not act on such a committee my-
self, as I know Captain Hare so well
T may say in conclusion that Captain
Hare is a man who highly values his re-
putation.

Hon, B, MeLARTY (South-West): I
feel that I should also add my tribute
to Captain Hare as an efficient officer. I
remember him since he joined the Govern-
ment service as long back as 42 years. The
matter of his relivement always seeme'l
to be shrovded in mystery and I think
it would be satisfaclory to the public
generally to know if there was any reason
bebind it. T am personally aware that in
the northern part of the State in the days
of early settlement Captain Hare ren-
dered valuable assistance to the squatters,
and I deo not think there is anyone in the
State who eonld justly acense him of
anything but straightforward dealing. In
his capacity as Commissioner of Police
he was a strong man, a man with back-
bone, and I fail to see why he should have
been selected for relirement almost ai a
moment’s notice when the present Gov-
ernment came into office. Captain Hare
had certainly attained the age of 60
vears, but T wonder how many other offi-
cers there are in the publie service older
than he is whom the Government have
not seen fit to relire, and there seems to
be something underneath the affair, some-
thing which the public ought fo know, as
to why this gentleman was selected as one
of those who had to go out almost at =
moment’s notice. 1 do not wish to make
any reference to Constable Campbell, and
his action towards Captain Hare, al-
thongh as a matter of faet I have had
some experience of that officer and his
dealings. T wish to support the hon.
Mr. Gawler's motion, becanse T think the
public ought to know what was behind
this refirement. T have locked over the
file of papers, and 1 think some of the
letters and minutes contained in it are of
a most impertinent charaeter and pos-
sibly would not be tolerated from any
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other constable in the service. T see no
reason why & select ecommittee should not
be appointed to inquire into the matter,
and if the Government have nothing to
hide, as we are assured by the leader of
the House is the case, no harm can surely
be done, the public will be satisfied, and
Captain Hare will have the opportunity
of having the faet recognised that he did
his duty in an honourable manner.

Hon. R. G. ARDAGH (North-Rast):
I do not rise to oppose the appointment
of a select committee, as in view of what
has been said by other members who have
spoken I realise that sueh a step would
be futile on my part. What appeals to
me most, however, is, seeing that Captain
Hare had reached the age of G0 years
when he was retired according to the Act,
that hon. members should not have
brought this matter up until 18 months
afterwards, Instead of having allowed
such a long period to elapse I say they
should bave brought it forward before.
I know notbing of the trouble between
Captain Hare and one of his inferior
officers, but at the same time I think
hon. members have left it rather late in
the day to allow 18 months to pass and
then make such an earnest appeal in this
Chamber for a select committee to be ap-
pointed.

Hon. W. EKINGSMILL (Metropoli-
tan): Personally, I do not see the same
strong reason for the appointment of a
select committee as some other members
do. The two points raised during the
debate to juslify the appointment of a
select committee are, first of all, the
alleged improper retirement of this offi-
cer, and secondly the stigma left on his
character by the charges made against
him by Constable Campbell, sueh a stig-
ma being directly responsible for his re-
tirement at the hands of the Government.
To deal with the first point, that is, his
improper retirement, I take it that the
Government have power expressly ton-
ferred on them in such a matter, and if
they like to use it, that is their responsi-
bility. Secondly, with regard to the
stigma which is sajd to have been placed
on this officer by Constable Campbell’s
charges, the present Colonial Secretary
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knows, the hon, Mr. Connolly knows,
and I also know, that there always have
been ‘“Campbells” in the police force,
anl there always will be, and by “Camp-
bells” I mean those men who have a sus-
tained grievanee against their superior
officers.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Tt does not do to
encourage “Campbells.”

Hon. W. RINGSMILL: Is Constable
Campbell still in the service?
The Colonial Secretary: Yes.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL: Well, I do
not think that is altogether poetic jus-
tice. With regard to the stigma east on
Captain Hare by his retirement, largely
through the charges made by this man
Campbell, T think that any such stigma
has been removed by the statement made
by the Colonial Secretary this afternoon
on behalf of the Government that those
charges had nothing to do with Captain
Hare'’s retirement.

Vember: Why is Campbell still in the
service?

Hon, W. KINGSMILL: However, I
want to know what result a select ¢om-
miitee will bring about. Ts it simply and
entirely to remove the stizma ecast upon
the eharacter of the late Commissioner
of Police?

Hon. D. G. Gawler: Yes, that is one
reason.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL: Then I say
that anv stigma has been removed suffi-
ctently by the statement we have heard
from the Colonial Secretary thai these
charges had nothing to do with his re-
tirement.

Hon, E. M. Clarke: These charges
are confirmed by the retention of Camp-
bell.

" Hon. W. KINGSMILL: Not in the
least, As I said before, there have heen
“Campbells” in the past under different
names, and there always will he “Camp-
bells,” and wherever these men are found
in the force it would be a very good
thing if proper recommendations were
made so that the force should be rid of
them, as they never do any good, and the
faet of retaining the man, when these
charges were withdrawn, is, I think, a
greater stigma on the present Govern-
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ment than it is a stigma in the case of
the retired Commissioner of Police. I
sée no reason for the appointment of a
select committee as proposed.

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM (North) :
I do not propose to say very much in
connection with Captain Hare, because,
after what has fallen from hon. members
this afternoon, it would be almost super-
flipus. He has been a personal friend
of mine for a number of years, and is
most favourably known to me. T would
like to protest against the dismissal from
the Government service of able men of
ripe experience and in full possession
of their brains and activity because they
happen to be 60 years of age. I do not
make this protest against the present
Government particularly, but against
any Government. No doubt it is quite
right that there should be a econdition
that when a man reaches the age of G0
vears lie may be retired, as there may be
zood reasons for deing so, but take the
three ecases mentioned this afternoon,
those of Captain Hare, Mr. Burt. aud
Mr, Despeirsis, all three capable and able
men, There may be good reasons for
{heir retirements, but if so T do not
know them. Mr. Burt was particularly
capahle of earrying out any duties for
whieh he was responsible. For some
time he was TUnder Secretary to the
Agent General in London, at a time when
I was in Loudon, and [ say there was not
a more capable officer, and I think he is
slill a eapable man, yet he is walking
ahont and receiving a pension when 1
think the State eould have been saved
the expendilure of this mueh money. 1
protest against men of experience and
ability being dismissed for no other
reason than that of having reached fhe
age of 60 years. From the economic
point of view, look at the saving which
could be effected. Each of these men gets
a pension and their saccessors are getting
full pay as well. So far as Captain
Hare is concerned and these charges, I
can honestly say that until to-day I never
heard of them. I had never heard that
a constable had made a charge against
him, or that there had bheen a dispute
with a constable. It is all absolufely new
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to me, and may be news also to other
people. I certainly had never heard the
name of Campbell in conpeetion with
Captain Hare at all.

The Colonial Secretary: That is an
argument against the appointment of a
seleet committee,

Hon. Sir E. H. WITTENOOM: My
only object in rising was to refer to this
matter, the retirement of men who are
still eapable of doing valuable work for
the State, and I only hope that next year,
if the Government get a renewed term
of office for three vears, they will not
use their opportunity of getting rid of
men simply because they are 60 years
of age, as we do uot want to have men
walking about and getting good pensions
when the State might he nsing their ser-
viees.

Hon, M. L., MOSE (West}: I view
this question mueh from the standpoeint
of the hon. Mr. Kingsmill. We bhave
had an ungualified statement from the
Colonial Secretary so far as Captain
Hare is concerned that, on being retired
from his position in the Government
service, there was not the slightest black
mark against him, and that the Govern-
ment fully recognise lis valuable services
to the State. I think it would be impos-
sible for anyone to say that he has been
anfairly treated. A number of members
have complained of the retirement of
Captain Hare at the age of 60 years, but
the Public Service Act is not an act of
this Government, but the action of Par-
liament, who laid down 60 years as the
age al which the Government in admin-
istering the affairs of the country may
retire any officer.

Hon, F. Connor: “May.”

Hon. M. L, MOSS: Yes, and I am not
quite satisfied that when a man has at-
tained 60 years of age the Publie Service
may not be considerably better by the
promotion of younger men, and there is
no hardship when the man gets praeti-
cally two-thirds of his salary under
the Superannuation Act.

Hon. J. D, Connolly: Why not have
the light of day let into the eireum-
gtanees which led to this retivement?
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Hon, M. L. MOSS: So far as I can
see, after having listened attentively to
the extracts which the Colonial Secretary
quoted from the file, there is no black
mark against Captain Hore, but there
is evidence on the file that his conduct
met with approval in every respect from
the (Government. But there are other
things on the file which I think demand
in the publie interest some investigation.
They do not in any way reflect on Cap-
tain Hare, but the extraordinary thing
is that a police eonstable shonld be per-
mitted to come to Perth and make
charges against the Commissioner of
Police, and after having made the charges
they should have been allowed to end in
smoke and no inquiry takes place, It is
quite obvious the eharges made by Con-
stable Campbell have no substance in
them, Constable Campbell is apparently
a most dangerous individual, who was
indueed to make charges against Com-
missioner Hare and when these charges
were superficially inquired into there
was no subsiance found in them, and
Campbell was allowed to go back and
keep his position in the police foree.
If this moticn moved by Mr, Gawler had
been a straight out inquiry into Consta-
ble Campbell’s conduct, to find out why
Campbell was retained in the police force
after having been guilty, as far as T ean
see, of gross acts of insubordination, that
seems to he the position—

Member: Cannot anyone make a
charge against a public servant?

Hon. M, L. MOSS: Yes, any constable
who has recently joined the force has
a right to lay charges against anyone
but these charges were made and there
was no subsiance at all in them, Every
facility was given to the constable to lay
the charges and they all end in smoka.
Kither the charges were correct or they
were incorrect, In my opinion they were
incorrect. There was no substance in
them at all. They are long screeds as
Mr. Conuolly has pointed out and the
Government thought there was nothing
in them. The Government thought there
was nothing in them because in retiring
Captain Hare the Government gave him
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a considerable pension. I am not, under
the circumstances, going to vote for the
select committee, but 1 should be quife
satisfied to vote for a select committee if
it was moved for, to inquire into ihe
charges made by Constable Campbell anAd
why he was retained in the police force
afterwards,

Hon. D. G. GAWLER (in reply): [
do not want fo delay the House in soming
to &4 decision on this malter, but ¥ would
like to make one or two remarks in
answer to what members have said, 1
tn, obliged to all members for the way
they have spoken of Captain Hare. Bu:
there are two main objections that lave
been raised by the Colonial Secretary to
the appeintment of the select commitiee,
and one is that such a long time has
elapsed since the occurrence took plrce
and the other thai the granting of a select
comwmittee in this case wonld leave it
open to any discontented civil servant to
ask for a committee to be appointed in
his case. As to the first point that Cap-
tain Hare might have moved before, T
think the reason that Captain Hare did
not move before is that he is 2 man whose
temperament wounld not allow him to take
the view which he has now taken riuiil
he was foreed to do so. But the public
were looking on his retirement with con-
siderable mystery and he finds himself
now forced to take this step. As to the
quesiion of whether or not every dis-
contented c¢ivil servant would ask for
inquiry if this one was granfed, there are
few civil servants, so far as I can see,
whose retirement rests on the same
grounds as Captain Hare’s does. We all
know that the Government mav retire
civil servants at the age of 60, but the
Publie Service Act, if members will read
it, provides that they may only do so
on the recommendation of the Publie
Service Commissioner or a ecivil ser-
vant’ may retire, but at the age of 65
he is bound to be refired. I have yet to
learn that the Government were recom-
mended hy the Public Service Commis-
sioner to retire Captain Hare, and T ask
members to look at the whole of the cir-
enmstances surronnding Captain Hare's
retirement. It i3 all very well for the
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Colonial Secretary to say that the charges
were not eharges, but they were actually
called charges by Constable Campbell. He
said, “I charge Captain Hare” with doing
so and s0, and he ealls him the defendant,
and bhs makes most extraordinary re-
guests, We have the admission that this
man has been pursuing the same taetics
for years past, yet he is retained in the
public service. We have the fact that
the charges are made and they are with-
drawn. I do not believe on the file
is any notifieation of the fact that the
Government regretted that the charges
had been twade. The Colonial Secretary
rays, “Why did not Captain Hare ask
that the eharges be gone on with9” At
the time they were made and at the time
of the withdrawal Captain Hare was an
officer in the service of the (Government;
and should the Government not have
said, “Here is a high official against whom
charges have been made and we insist on
bim clearing himself from those charges.”

The Colonial Secretary: The Govern-
ment were not much eoncerned about the
charges,

Hon. D. G. GAWLER: Then why not
tell Captain Hare that? Would it not
have been a gracious act to have said to
Captain Hare, “The charges have been
withdrawn; we do not believe there is
anything in them.” Would it not have
been a graceful act in any case to have
said to Captain Hare, who had rendered
36 vears of faithful public service, “We
acknowledge the faithful serviee you have
perforraed for the Government and we
plaee on record our appreciation of this
service.” That aet is adopted hy the
Government in almost every case where
a civil servant is retired, where that
servant has served such a term as Cap-
fain Hare had. Men in all grades of the
serviea when they leave after two or
three months or two or three vears’ ser-
vire, are given send-offs and presented
with travelling bags or other things, yet
in Captain Hare’s case not a single word
of thanks is given, It has heen said he
was given a buggy and harness, but I
think that Captain Hare would have
sooner had the thanks of the Government
than have received any buggy and
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harness. All this takes place surrounded
by all these cireumsiances and we begin
to wonder why the (Government retired
Captain Hare. If it was not in connec-
tion with the charges why did they retire
him? If as the Colonial Seeretary said,
they wanted a younger and more vigor-
ous man, why was not Captain Harve told
50, but the letter which he received noti-
fying his retirement amounted to igno-
minious dismissal. I only want the eir-
cumstances leading up to the retirement
of Captain Hare brought out. I accept
the statement of the Colonial Secretary
that the charges had nothing to do with
his retirement, but I think we could go
further and ask why was he retired, and
I venture to suggest that for all we have
been told there must have been something
hehind his retirement. The select com-
mittee will bring that ont. T ask that the
commitiee be appointed.

Question pnt and passed.

Hon, D, G. GAWLER: T move—

That the select commitiee consist of

the floms. H. P. Colebatek, J. F.

Cullen, C. Sommers, J. Cornell, and

the mover; 10 report this day fortnight.

Question put and passed.

BILL—MINES REGULATION,
Debate resumed from the 30th Oectober.

Hon. F. CONNOR (North): I do not
propose to say very muech in eonnection
with this measure, but T should like first
of all to say that T think it is the general
eonsensus of opinion of politicians and
people outside of polities—the publie
generally in fact—that the mining indus-
try is the most important industry in
the State. 1 grant that.

Hon, J. Cornell: That is not always
said down this way,

Hon. F. CONNOR: I think it is by
thinking people. At present it is the
most important industry, but I do not
think that it will be for all time, becanse
it will not, but at the present time I say
that it is the most important indostry of
the State andreqnires great consideration
from the Houses of Patliament, and all
the consideration the best brains that are
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sent here to represent the people of the
State generally can give it. It requires
a great deal of help which up to the
present it has got, and a great deal wore
that up to the present time it bas not got.
In regard to the proposed legislation,
everybody, whatever he may be, or on
whichever side of the House in another
place he may sit, everybody is agreed,
there ean be no disputing the fact, that
whatever mensures may be proposed for
the health and well-being and prosperity
of the workers in that industry—as 1
have said, the greatest industry in the
State at the present time—must be given
the greatest possible consideration. Every-
thing that ecan be adopted for the com-
fort, well-being, health and prosperity
of the miners deserves all the considera-
tion which may be given to it. That is
the view I hold. T am not new in saying
that here, beeause 21 years ago in April
last, when I was elected to represent the
miners of the Kimberley goldfields, in a
liberal sense T was Lhe only direet re-
presentative in Parliament of workers.
At that time T satisfied them that at least
whatever they required which could be
miven to them was attended to, and never
since that time have I lost the confidence
of the people mining in the far North.
So I ean speak on this question with some
confidence, Too mueh cannot be dene.
Youn eannot go too far in helping the de-
velopment of the indusiry, in looking
after the comfort, health and prosperity
of the miner, No step you eap take wiil
be going too far. Bui a skting comes in.
There is a fly in the ointment. In trying
to help the working miners some, espeeci-
ally those who are sent to represent those
miners in Parliament—I am not refer.
ring to any particular House of Parlia-
ment—seem to think that there are griev-
ances which do exist and whieh can be
remedied, That is true; I have said that.
But they alsp want to point out that there
are grievances which I hold de not exist,
and whieh they propose to bring remedies
for, There is the trouble in connection
with this measure as presented before
Parliament. There is where the trouble
will be, not only for the mine owners
and for the mining industry generally,
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hut even for the very men in whose be-
half this measure bas been brought for-
ward. It will bring trouble to them for
a great many reasons, the first and prin-
cipal of which is that it will help to, if
not kill, at least maim the industry, I
opened by saying that there are a greut
many ways in whieh mining eonld be as-
sisted which have not been attended to np
tp the present. So far the people of the
coast and of the North have not done too
badly for the mining indusiry. They
have built a water seheme, given railway
epmmunieation, buildings, schools, educa-
tional faecilities, mine wmanagers. engin-
eers, almost evervthing that was
NEeEessaTy,

Hon. J. Cornell: Buicher shops.

Hon. F. CONNOR: TUnless you wanl
me to turn round you will not refer to
that any ore, If I get on another tan-
gent 1 may say something not half so nice
as I propose saying. T only want lo say
everything niee about the mining industry
and the miners, becanse (hey are a very
fine body of men who deserve the besl
they can get. But the miners and the
mining indusity have an ineubus put
upcett them. They have to carry the
mining agitator with them, There is the
trouble, T do not eare what you may do
for him, you cannot satisfy the mining
agitator. 1 would be inclined to say. if I
had the power, ‘‘give the miners
more public baiteries.’” I nokice
that in another place the leader
of the Opposition said he did
not want to give anv more public
hatteries, or to use the mining develop-
ment vote any more than it is heing used.
T do not follow him there. I say, give
more public batteries and more facilities
for the miner proper, for the prospector,
the man who goes out and conquers the
wilderness, Give him a baitery: give him
every possible faeility and more financial
help. Tf necessary lend him eamels and
help him to conserve water. TIf necessary
give him fucker and even money; give
him anything vou like. I want to help the
industry and particularly the poor men,
the prospectors, many of whom T have
known. Give them every assistance pos-
sible, but keep off this faney legislation

[COUNGIL.]

which has been introduced in the Bill and
which 1 say will not help the industry,
but will retard it, even if it does not kill
it. We do not want all this faney busi-
ness about workmen’s inspectors; we
want explorers, prospectors, and I say
that if more attention were given to them,
if the head of the department would come
forward in a praetical way to help the
men who explore and blaze the track, then
it would be doing good for the in-
dustry. But for this class of legislation
I have no advocacy. We bhave here a
TFactories Act brought in, The Govern-
men( are not doing their duty. They are
rot doing the work they were put there
to do. What they are doing is bringingz
in faney legislation to please one class.
Who tells them to bring in this faney
legislation? Cancus. Who tells caucus?
The Trades Hall.
Hon, J. Cornell:
buried long ago.
Hon. ¥. CONNOR: T wish it was;
it would be a good thing for the epuntry,
We want more exploration, more pros-
peeting, more help for the man whn goes
out and finds a mine and does the firsi
development work. I will not object if
you apply this proposed legislation {o
any partienlar mine where these resirie-
tions are required. But that is nol what
is proposed. It is proposed to apply
it to all mines, to apply it even to pros-
pecting shows, where people cannot get
their shows developed. We are to set
up all these hindrances, That is the true
meaning of it and the Hounorary Minis.
ter (Hon. J, E. Dodd) knows it as well
as T do. It is purely and simply hamper-
ing legislation; that is all. There is no
necessity for it, or certainly not the neces-
sity which those I have heard in support
of it have tried to siow, There is no
reason why we should make these preat
revolutionary changes. The people whn
open the mines and put their money inte
fhems are to have no countrel whatever
over them, That is whal we are coming
to. Will it help the industry? One of
the main points in the Bill provides for
the abolition of econtract work. Surely
the hon. gentleman who introdueced the
Bill does not want us te take that ser-

I thonght eaucus was
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iously, The position will be that any
working miner, whatever he may do,
must get 13s. 4d. a day, and that no mat-
ter how able or willing he may be to
work harder, he cannot earn more.

Hon, J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter): The Bill does not say 13s, 4d.

Hon. F. CONNOR: Bat the last ar-
bitration award does, so it is law.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
fer}: Oh no.

Hon.- F. CONNOR: Oh yes, it is law.
Here is your Bill which says he eannot
earn any more than 13s. 4d. a day, and
the last arbitration award said that no
miner shall receive less than 13s. 4d.
a day.

Hon, J. E, Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter): That is the difference,

Hon. F. CONNOR: If you put two
and two together I do not see how you are
going to earry om work at all, how any
man of ambition can stay in the country.
A man who ecan without trouble earn
twice that amount will not stay here on
daily wages; why should he? It leaves
noe scope for ambition, and the best men
in our mines will be driven out. We will
have chased them to some other country
where they can make use of the brains
and physique which God gave them, Awn-
other provision of the Bill says that there
shall be no night-shift. I am not one to
encourage people working at night, bui
the nighi-shift in mining on the goldfields
does not make much difference fo a man,
because all his work i1s done by artificial
light.

Hon. R. G. Ardagh:
tried it?

Hon. ¥. CONNOR: VYes, T will tell
the hon, member an inecident which oc-
eurred when I was working in a Kim-
berley wmine 20 years ago. On going
down the shaft one day I fonnd there a
nasty little snake, T had an iron bar with
me and T killed that snake. Some fellow
asked, “What are his polities?’ and I
said I did not know.

Hon, R. G. Ardagh:
shift when you killed it%

Hon. F. CONNOR: No. it was not, it
was in the day time. We had to work in
those days to build np those mines with-

Have you ever

Was it night-
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out any of the paraphernalia of to-day.
There was no pampering going on up
there; it was mining and not pampering.
As far as night-shift is concerned, it may
be a good thing to give way to these peo-
ple who want ithis faney legislation. But
suppose we have a mine which requires
nnwatering? The provision will apply, T
presume, to the working of mines, and
there will. be no night-shift, The hon.
member says “No,” but my reading of the
Bill is that it would be so. Suppose it
is necessary to unwater the mine; the
manager would be in-a nice position if he
could nol keep labour going in unwater-
ing the mine. However. I am not wedded
to this partienlar question.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 te 7.30 p.m,

Hon. F. CONNQR: Before tea I was
discussing the hardships of the miner.
and the particular subject was that of
the night shift. T have personal know-
ledge in connection with the wining in-
dustry of greater hardships than the
night shift. T do not want it to be
thonght by hon. members that in saying
this I am advocating night shift. I re-
memher the early days of mining in
1886, +when the Kimberley goldfields
broke out, and the industry was first
established in this State, the hardships
which people then bad to put up with
were lenfold compared with what they
are in the present mining towns. We have
been told ahont the existence of miners’
phthisis, and it is awful to contemplate
this disease, but we are led to believe
that this is wholly and solely due to the
existenee of mining. T have seen miners,
pioneers, prospgctors, developers of the
country, just as good men as those we are
now disenssing, who, in the early days
of the gold disecovery, died from this dis-
ease, so that although we must do the
best we ecan towards the eradication of
any disease, we must always remember
that risks must be taken by the people
who eo into these places and open up
these indusiries, Although I am as much
in sympathy as any hon. member on the
other side of the House and would go
as far and sacrifice as much as anyone
to help miners, we must not become too
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sentimental. The industry must be kept
alive or must be killed. If we put too
many harassing restrictions on it, we will
kill it. To develop mining in this eoun-
try, capital is necessary; if we put im.
positions and restrictions on mining or
put on impositions which the eapitalists
think are restrictive, or if we put too
much of & burden on the industry, then
it cannot possibly live. I do not want
to labour the question, but if it were
not for taking up toc much of the time
of the House, T would deseribe some of
the work of the early pioneers of this
country in which I took part in 18886.
But for that 1886 movement, when the
best prospectors of Australia came into
the game, I question whether this House
would exist as it does fo-day, or whether
the representatives of the goldminers of
the Fastern fields would be sitting here
representing anybody. The original pros-
pectors who came first to the far North
and then worked their way all throngh
the North-West down to the present East-
ern goldfields, were the people who
opened up this couniry, and T ask hon.
members if the regulations proposed in
this Bill had existed at that time, could
the industry have continmed? Nobody
replies to my question. T say it could
not have eontinued, and that eontinnance
would have been an impossibility.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {Honorary Minis-
ter) : Why?

Hon., F. CONNOR: Because of the
cost and the hampering conditions. The
mines could not have been opened up
and developed under such restrietions.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter) : In what way?

Hon. F. CONNOR: In every way.

Hon. 7. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Point out where.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I have pointed
it ont. If the Honorary Minister is so
dense——

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter) interjected.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I went through
a sehool which the Honorary Minister
never could go through and never will
be able to go through—the beginning of
the mining industry in this country. I
was a representative in Parliament and

[COUNCIL.

helped the industry in Parliament, and
there is no need for the Honorary Minis-
ter to twit me about it. I say unhesitat-
ingly that I do not understand the regu-
lations in this Bill; nobody does, the
Honorary Minister does not.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter) : Where would it injure the prospee-
tor of those days?

Hon. F, CONNOR: The prospectors
of those days were men, absolutely men.
I know the hon, member is a highly estim-
able gentleman, but he does not under-
stand one iota of the development of a
new goldfleld. If we opened up 2 new
goldfield to-morrow, say in the North-
West, and imposed on it these restrie-
tions whereby it is necessary to have an
ingress and egress, two main shafts, it
would be impossible to develop it under
such conditions. If these conditions had
existed in the early days, there would
have been no need for this House or for
the hon. members who support this Bill,
and that would be a pity, becanse they
are an ornament to the country,

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter): Yon have not read the Bill.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I have read it
since tea fime. I was poing to vote for
the seeond reading, but if my interpreta-
tion of its provisions is correet, I think
I will have to vote against the seeond
reading, because it wonld be a dangerous
measure to get as far as the Committee
stage. I have not said that I will oppose
the second reading.

Hon. J. E. Dodd {Honorary Minis-
ter): You are in a hole and cannot get
out of it.

Hon, F, CONNOR: Then I will vote
agatnst the second reading, if the Honor-
ary Minister challenges me, and it will
be his own fault if I do voie against
the second reading. If the hon. member
wishes to insinuate that I know nothing
of gold mining or of the development of
the industry in this eountry, I think he
is saying something which is not correet.
Experience has placed me in a position
in which he can never have heen, and
experience is always worth something. T
have represented the gold mining indus-
try in Parliament for 21 years, and have
been a direct representative of the in-
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dustry, I ean say that I have represented
it to the best of my ability, and at the
last elections for this Chamber, a semi-
goldmining population returned me un-
opposed as their representative, I think
that is sufficient to answer the hon. mem-
ber,

Hon. R. G. Ardagh: They know whep
they have a good representative,

Hon, F. CONNOR: Coming to the
question of 44 hours—the men are work-
ing three shifts at the present time, and,
by the way, T might say that to pass the
laws which bave been brought down this
session, it will be necessary for us to
work 72 hours a week. We are not
going to pass all these fancy proposals
into law. The praectical men in hoth
Houses of Parliament are in favour of
helping the development of the in-
dustry and of helping the miner
himself from every standpoint until the
eonditions he demands become impossible
and that is the point we have reached at
present. I cannot be accused of having
voted undemocratically during all my
career in Parliament, and I am the long-
est service member of Parliament in the
two Houses, excepting Sir Winthrop
Hackett,. When the Labour party pre-
viously came into power in another place
I voted with them almost every time.
Anyone who looks through Hansard will
see that that is so, and 1 was twitted by
my friends about it, but my reply was,
“We want to help these pecple.” But a
time comes when we must cry halt, when
they oversiep what is reasonable, when
they ask for things which are impracti-
cable and not only against the interests
of the industry but, against their own
interests. It is now time to ask hon.
members to take heed and stop. Forty-
four hours a week is not sufficient. A
mining proposition will not pay on 44
hours a week. That is one of the rea-
sons why I feel inclined to vote against
the second reading of this Bill, Touch-
ing the question of foreigners, it was
very edifving to hear some of my hon.
friends say they are really in favour of
allowing ten per cent. of foreigners to
work in the mines. I remember about two
vears after T was returned to Parliament,
T moved a substantive motion to pro-
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hibit any alien ecoloured labour, and the
motion was ecarried. Legislation was
ordered afterwards in sympathy with
that motion. I am still of the same
opinion but when we talk about foreign-
ers. it is a different propesition. We
can find just as good Norweglans,
Swedes, Danes, Ifalians and Frenchmen
and men with just as much intelligence
as Anglo Baxons possess, to work in these
mines and to help to open up and de-
velop this country, and when it comes to
allowing them to work under certain con-
ditions in the proportion of one foreigner
to 10 Britishers, it is a erying absurdity.
Tt is making confusion worse confounded,
and it is far better, in my opinion, that
we should absolutely exclude foreigners,
or else allow them to work in mines under
the same conditions as onr own people,
provided, of course. they have similar
qualifieations. There is ancther maitter
to which I desire to refer, and that is the
certificate 'of competency. I grant that
such a certificate is necessary in a big
mine, but when it is proposed to make it
general, T am not prepared to give it my
support. We must take into considera-
tion that there are many new goldfields
continually being bronght into existence,
and if we earry out this suggestion, we
will retard—T will not say kill, because
nothing would kill the mining industry,
no matter what GGovernment may be in
power, or what we may do—the develop-
ment of the industry. A small mine
opening up, say between Derby and
Broome, where only prospectors are at
work, could not afford to employ only
people who may have certificates of com-
peteney. In referring to the question of
passages in 4 ming, I want in eonjune-
tion with that to say a few words about
the question of stoping. When it comes
to a matter of very deep levels, no dounbt
it is necessary that there should be sup-
ervision over stoping. If this Bill ap-
plied only to certain mines there would
be no harm in the proposals contained
in it, but if it is to apply generally, the
power which it is proposed to give under
its provisions I hold would be injudicious,
and it would be guite impossible to de-
velop new mines. That is another reason
why I intend to vote against the second
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reading of the Bill. I would like the
Bill to pass for certain ressons, certain
humanitarian reasons, buit I repeat that,
with the provisions it eontains, it would
be quite impossible to develop a new
goldfield. There are too many restrie-
tions in the measure, and under these
restrictions it will not be possible to se-
cure the necessary labour. Are we going
to live for a time on the mines which are
glready developed on the Golden Mile
and at Gwalia, and two or three other
places? I say we could not do that, but
if we are going to apply the conditions
which it is proposed to introduce, we
shall be compelled to do so, and we shall
be prevented from opening up new gold-
fields. I have had more experience than
any other man in Parliament in connec-
tion with the opening up of goldfields,
and I say without hesitation that what
the Government propose cannot be done.
The whole question resolves itself into
this, whether under the suggested new
conditions we can develop new districts.
I say we eannot. It would be an utter
impossibility.  We might apply these
conditions to the Golden Mile and one or
two other places, but we cannot go fur-
ther. If we could localise the conditions
I would be inclined to say, pass the Bill
as it is.

Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honorary Minis-
ter) : The hon. member has not read the
Bill.

Hon. F. CONNOR: I have read .the
Bill, We have also heard a good deal
about the risk which miners incur, but is
there not a risk connected with almaost
every industry? Do not fatalities hap-
pen in connection with other industries?
Does the Honorary Minister know of an
industry in the old country in connection
with which there is not associated some
kind of risk? Does he know sanything
ahout glass blowing, and the fatalities
that happen, and the disease which is
prevalent in eonneection with it? Yet that
industry js still being earried on, and
there are no harassing or impossible con-
ditions put npon the employers. I would
like to say before sitting down that if we
are going to hamper the industry to such
an extent, that it will be impossible for
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capital to come in and develop it. It
will be a question of killing the goose
that lays the golden egg. "We have the
golden egg and if we kill the goose we
had better look out. I had intended giv-
ing the Bill another name, that of the
“Barly Mines Closing Bill.” That sug-
gested itself to me, because I think if it
is earried with some of the provisions
contained in it, the effect will certainly
be to absolutely close a number of mines,
I was astonished to read a report in the
newspapers the other night, and to learn
that the gentleman who holds the position
of leader of the Opposition in another
place, declared that there were no new
mines coming on. X do noi agree with
that. We have many undeveloped gold-
fields in this country, and there are large
auriferons areas which only require to be
developed. But the question is, can we
under the condilions which it is intended
to impose develop these areas? We
know from surface indications what
many of these areas contain, but if this
measnre becomes law it will be guite im-
possible to do anything with them. No
one has more respect for the working
miner than I have, but I do not think
ke has asked for any of the silly pro-
positions which have been put forward
in this measure. They are nothing but
Trades Hall political vote-catching pro-
positions. What would the industry gen-
erally have been to-day, if regulations,
sitch are now proposed, had been law?d
What would have bheen the position if
they had existed ten years ago? T will
leave the hon. members to answer that
question.

Hon. J. K. Dodd (Honorary Minister) :
The econditions were very different in
those days.

Hon, ¥, CONNOR: My opinion is that
politics enter too much into the laws
which we make to-day, and the regula-
tions which are framed nnder those laws.
T think I have said enough on this mat-
ter. I would like to support the second
reading of the Bill beeause it contains
some usefnl ideas, If all were praetical
they would bave my smpport; but not
being practical I want to hear a good
deal more from the supporters of the
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Bilt before I ean be induced to vote for
the second reading,

Hon, J. W. KIRWAN (South): The
hon, member who bhas jusk Tesumed his
geat was good encugh to say that the
piining industry is the most important in-
dustry in this State,

Hon. F. Councr: At present.

Hon. J. W. KIRWAN: I am sure that
the mining people will very much appre-
cigle that acknowledgment of the faet
that the mining industry occupies that
position. It produces more wealth in this
State annnally than all the other indus-
tries, and if any hon, member is in doubt
regarding that statement, he has only to
turn to the official lignres showing the
intal produced by the agrizultural, pas-
toral, timber and pearling indnstries, and
make allowance for the other industries,
to find that it does not equal the annual
total value of the products of the mining
industry. However, mining people are
thankful for small mercies, and we can
appreciate an acknowledgment coming
from the hon. member that it is the most
important industry in the State.  The
hon. member also went on to say, “We
have given the poldfields railways; we
have given them a water scheme; we have
given them various other requirements.”
But he did not follow that remark up
by giving any idea of what the goldfields
had given to the remainder of the State
in direct and indirect benefits. If I take
from the hon. member’s pocket £100 and
place it in my own pocket, I do not
think it would be nice to boast of my
generosity if T gave him back £20 or £30.
I think the hon. member might have made
some recognition of all the direct and
indireet taxation and revenue that have
been derived from the goldfields, when
he suggested by inference that we ought
to be very grateful becaunse various Gov-
ernments had built ws raillways, water
schemes, and other publie works with
goldfields money. The subjeet that I in-
tend to speak about is the Mines Regu-
lation Bill, and I wounld not have refer-
red to the position of the mining industry
in relation to other industries of the State
had it not been touched npon by the hon.
member, T can quite understand how,
in dealing with this Bill, the majority
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of members in this Honse experienced
many diffieuities, Most hon. memiberd
know very little abount the goldfields, and
still less about the technicalities of min-
ing. 1 do not profess to be a practical
miner, but 1 have lived upon the gold-
fields some 18 years and anyone who has
lived that length of time there must at
any rate have picked up some little gen-
eral knowledge concerning the industry.
One cannot constantly meet the men en-
gaged in the industry, diseuss their work
with them, and oceasionally visit the
mines, without gaining some know-
ledge, and, therefore, 1 know enough of
the industry to be aware that those hon.
members who have spoken have done so
under great dilficulties, and it is quite
cbvious from the speeches that many of
their remarks have been partly the out-
come of want of knowliedge. I could give
wany instances in proof of what 1 =ay,
but T would like lo refer to one particu-
lar phase of the Bill that was touched
upon by several members, who in
speaking upon it showed eclearly their
want of loeal knowledge., I refer to
the provisions dealing with the restrie-
tion of the employment of foreigners. I
confess that bad I not lived on the gold-
fields, and had my experience been the
same as other hon. members who have
expressed their views ob the point, [ pos-
sibly would have expressed a similar
opinion, but knowing all the circum-
stances, having lived there and seen the
conditions that have arisen as a result
of what T consider an evil, I iake an alio-
gether different view from what I would
take had 1 nof that intimate personal
knowledge of the whole matter. On
the goldfields there is no objection to
the foreigners as foreigners. We all
know that throughout Ausiralia foreign-
ers frequently make most desirable resi-
deunts. We have had experience of for-
eigners from every part of Earope, who
are most desirable citizens of Australia,
and have rendered estimable service in
the making of Australia. In South Aus-
tralia the German ecolonists are second
to none In Australia as acceptable
residents, but i  considering this ques-
tion of foreigners we must always
remember that every country in the world
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recognises that there are both desirable
and undesirable immigrants. If members
will be good enough to listen I will
explain why the men against whom
this restrietion 1s levelled are un-
desirable immigrants, In the first
place these men do not conform to the
prevailing conditions in the country, and
throw in their lot with the State. They
live in hovels and their residences consti-
tute the only slums we have on the gold-
fields. They pay no taxes to municipali-
ties or any local bodies whatsoever, and
further—and this is an important point
—they do not bring their womenfolk
io Australia, nor do they marry in the
country. They do not settle in the coun-
try and become permanent residents of
the Commonwealth. They eould not be
called upon to defend the country if peril
were to arise, All these matters, I think,
constitute them something different alto-
gether from foreigners who come to
Australia, learn the langnage, throw
in their lot with the country, and become
desirable residents of it. It is well known
that what they do is to save as much
money &s they can, and then return to
their native land to spend their savings,
either setlling down there or, as I have
been told by one who is well aequainted
with the country, a large percentage of
them to go to the Argentine to settle there
with the money made in Australia, T
would ask hon. members to consider what
has happened in the case of the industry
of supplying the mines with firewood.
There are three firewood companies oper-
sting, and the men employed in the indus-
try number some thousands. At first that
industry was largely worked by British-
ers, but gradually the foreigners beeame
associated with it, more and more
foreigners were introduced, and now the
industry is entirely in the hands of the
foreigners. When I say entirely, I sup-
pose at least 80 or 90 per cent. of the
men employed in the firewood industry
are foreigners. TUntil lately foreigners
were not employed on the Golden Mile,
but latterly the number of foreigners em-
ployed on the wines there seems to have
been gradnally increasing, and the people
on the goldfields are afraid that the same

[COUNCIL.)

state of things will apply on the Golden
Mile as already applies on the wood lines.
I would ask hon. members to remember
the serious results, not merely to Kal-
goorlie and to Perth, but to the whole of
Western Auwustralia, if the whole of the
mines on the Golden Mile were to he
worked by foreigners of the elass I have
deseribed. Tt is not merely a local gold-
tields question; I claim that it is an jm-
portant national question, and by national
[ mean in the Western Australian aspeet.
I think it was Mr. Colebateb who, in
speaking on this Bill, referred to the
wages bill of the mining industry as being
£60,000 per week. Thut means that the
wages bill of this industry amounts to
£3,200,000 in the year, and one can see
what a wonderful effect that amount dis-
tributed amongst a population of 310,000,
must necessarily have on the prosperity
of the country. The industry lets loose
ready eash to the mwnount of £3,200,000
every vear for distribution throughout
the community generally, and there is no
part of Western Australia that does not
benefit more or less from that money. The
agricultnral industry, hon. members will
recognise, gets very econsiderable assist-
ance from the men who are employed on
the goldfields. Britishers who have saved
up their money often invest that
money in farms, and to-day there is a
large number of men in the mines of the
Golden Mile who are keeping their mates
upon farms and, by a system of partner-
ship, helping the development of the
agricultural resources of this eountry. It
would be a very bad day for Western
Australia if that wages bill were to be
collected by the foreigners to whom I
have referred. The profits of the mining
industry to a large extent go out of the
country. The shareholders are men whe
live mostly outside Awustralia, and there-
fore Western Australia loses the profits
from the mines in the form of dividends.
That is a position of affairs that cannot
be altered, It is the case and we have to
accept it as such. Bnt the other great
benefit we, as a State, derive from the
mining industry is the benefit that comes
from the expenditure of the wages earned
in the industrv. Thosze are the two
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factors that cause the mining industry
to be what it is. The dividends, as I have
said, we lose, If the Golden Mile and
if the mining industry are to fall en-
tirely into the hands of the foreigners
to whom I have referred, in the same way
as the firewood industry bas already done,
weé will lose the value of that £3,200,000.
Mr. Sanderson gave expression to an
ideal which I very highly respect indeed.
He spoke as if the brotherhood of man
were to some extent affected by the pro-
posal to restriet the employment of
foreigners upon the mines. The brother-
hood of man is a fine ideal, but it is
an  ideal which we have long since
abandoned in Australia, because in the
presence of inferior raees I think it is
generally admitted that it is absolutely
impraciicable. There is a law that we
must recognise, and whether we like it
or not must obev, and that is the law
of the survival of the fittest.  After
all, self-preservation is the first law of
nature. That is a much stronger law
than the ideal whiech the hon. member
evidenily cherishes of the brotherhood of
man. What is the proposal that the Gov-
ernment make regarding this evil. They
do not entirely abolish the ewployment
of foreigners upon the mines. I do not
know that there are any absclutely cor-
rect figures as to the total number of
foreigners employed on the mines in
Western Australia. They may have been
prepared but I bave not seen them. T
do know, however, that in one return
which has been issued it is shown that
no fewer than 717 foreigners are em-
ployed by 12 mines which have been
specified, ont of a total of 3,081 men,
that is 25 per cent. on the 12 mines of
which details were given. The proposal
of the Bill is that 10 per cent. of foreign-
ers shall be permitted upon these minpes.
Ten per cent. of the total number of men
who are employed in the whole of the
mines of the State would probably be
larger than the total number of foreigners
at present employed at the mines. There
are individual mines, such as the 12 mines
I have mentioned, which employ a very
much larger percentage of foreigners
than that; but, taking the average of
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the whole State, I should say it would
certainly not be 10 per cent. of all the
miners. Therefore, I think this Bill gives
sufficient scope for the full employment
of all the foreign miners who are at
present employed on the mines in West-
ern Australia, and consequently no
injustice would be done to any for-
eigners at present in the State. It
would prevent the further extension of
what I believe to be a very serious and
growing evil, and I sincerely trust that
hon. members of this House will fully
consider Llhis matter before they reject
a proposal of this kind, I have spoken
on this Bill because of certain references
that bave been made by hon. members
during the debate, which indicated that
possibly they would not vote for the
second reading. I would regard it almost
in the nature of a ealamity if lhis Bill
were rejected on the second reading, and
the main reason why I am speaking to-
night is to plead with hon. members that
whatever objections they may find to
details of the measure, they will at least
vote for the second reading so that the
details may be discussed in (Commitiee.
I have often, when dealing with Bills in
this House, said that it would he better
for hon. members to reject a Bill on the
second reading rather than kill it in
Committee. 1 believe that that is the
straight course in the majority of cases
to adopt, that it is better for this Cham-
ber in a large number of cases to aceept
the full responsibility of rejecting a Bill
rather than kill it in Committee, but in
the ease of this measure I claim that there
are exceptional reasons why it should
have altogether exceptional ireatment.
The reasons are that the Bill has been
introduced for the purpose of endeavour-
ing if possible to lessen the number
of accidents on the mines and to
lessen the number of deaths through
diseases contracted by the workers
in the mines. I think a Bill brought
forward for that purpose, even though
hon. members may disagreg with a large
portion of it, deserves better treatment
than to be rejected on the seeond reading.
A number of figures were quoted with
regard to accidents upon the mines, I
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but I might just refer to what happened
in the immediate vicinity of where T
work and where I live, that is the Golden
Mile. That comparatively small area
employs a little more than 5,000 men, bt
the number of accidents is sad indeed.
They can be found in the last report of
the Depariment of Mines. The story
which that report tells is that there were
23 fatal accidents in that distriet alone
during last year, which means that
in the small eommunity I have re-
ferred to one man almost was killed
every forinight. Besides that there
were 329  serions accidents in  that
particular locality, that means 352 fatal
and serious accidents out of a total num-
her of 5,445 men employed! We who
live there, only too often see the
ambulance go through the main streels
on its slow way to the hospital or
morgue, When we make inguiries
we find that it is some man on the
mines, some man perhaps whom we
have kuown, who has been killed, and we
know most likely that snme wife has been
made a widow and some children have
heen made orphans, Surely any attempt
that can be made, no matter how feeble
it may be, to lessen such disasters is
worthy of investigation and elose in-
quiry by hon. members of this House.
The Bill certainly deserves some befter
treatment than cheap sneers and being
regarded as a party measure, T do not
feel disposed to go into all details of the
Bill that have been referred to by other
members. In dealing with thi= question
the hon, Mr. Connor referred to condi-
tions that existed in Kimberley in 1386,
and the hardships and trials of the pio-
neers there, which were bravely borne.
Tn considering that matter there Is
an aspect of the question which
cannot be too often emphasised in this
House, that is the mines are getting
deeper and deeper. so that conditions of
work are beeoming more arduous and
more unhealthy to the men engaged in
them., The mines are down to 2,000
and 3,000 feet, and this is a eirenm-
stanee whieh fully justifies the amend-
ment of the existing Mines Regnlation

[COUNCIL.]

Act. It is possible that many improve-
ments may he effected in this Bill, but
I urge upon those members who fnd
fanlt with a measure having such human-
itarian objects in view, that it is (heir
duty to suggest some betier means io
deal with these problems than those pre-
sented by the Government, and this can
ohly be done by allowing the Bill to zo
inte Committee and threshing out each
and every one of the proposals in all its
details. T can scarcely believe it possi-
ble that hon. members of this House are
going to rejeet this Bill on the seecond
reading. If they do I think the conntry
has a right to ask what exactly is meaut
by the rejection of such a measure on
the second reading, Does it mean that
hon. members of this Hounse are unwil-
ling to discuss the details of a measure,
the main purpose of which is to lessen
danger to the lives, limbs, and kealth of
the miners in this State?

Hon. E. McLARTY (South-West): T
shall not detain the House many minutas
as mining is a question with which T am
ot intimately aequainted, but there are
some phases of the Bill which even a
layman may be permitted to express an
opinion unpon, I regard the Bill from
two points of view. In the first plare
we must be eareful not to burden this
industry with more than it can carry.
If we are going to reduce the hours of
labour and add to the cost, the proba-
bility is, so far as I am informed, that
many of these mines which are now
struggling and scarcely paying expenses
will of necessity have to close down. We
do not in any way want to reduce the
nomber of men employed or to hamper
those who have taken the risk of putting
their money into various speenlations.
At the same time, there is another fea-
ture, and one which I regard as a good
deal more serious, and that is the health
of the miners. If there is anything in
this Bill which can be brought forward
as an improvement upon the existing
conditions, then il is the duty of this
House to give it very carefnl considera-
{ion. We have heard a good deal aboul
accidents, and the hon, member who has
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'ju-st sat down informed us that there
were 23 deaths on the Golden Mile dur-
ing last year. That is a very serious
state of affairs indeed, and one which I
think every possible effort should be made
to gmard against. It is a very sad thing
to think that this indusiry is earried on
at the cost of the lives of so many good
men. Bnt it is not only a question of
accidents, As we know, there is a lia-
bility to accidents more or less in practi-
cally every industry, but I consider that
in addition to doing everylhing possible
to safegnard the men against aceidents,
the great question is working conditions
that are so detrimental to health. T lis-
tened with earnest attention to the re-
marks of the Hon. J. E. Dodd (Honor-
ary Minister) when introducing this
Rill, whick he did in a very able and
mild manner, I also listened with inter-
est to the remarks of the hon. member
who has just sat down, and I believe
that at all events the Bill should pass
the second reading. I will not vote
against the second reading, although T
do not agree with a great deal that is in

the Bill. T would like to listen to the
arguments that are brought for-
ward in Committee by men whe

are closely aequainted with the min-
ing industry, as that would enable me
to eome Lo a decision on eertain poinis.
There are many things which I will not
give any opinion about, such as the
height of stopes and those things; and
there are other questions which I find
some difficulty in dealing with. Mr. Kir-
wan has referred at some length to the
question of employment of foreigners in
mines. I think it is a very bold step
to take to prevent the employment of
foréigners. We have admitted them into
the State, and these men have to live.
And there are many other people besides
colonred aliens. Possibly the intention
is to guard against them more particu-
larly, but I for one believe in giving
every man the right to live and every
man a fair ehance in a free country. I
shall require some very strong reason to
be put before me to induce me to vote
for the clause limiting the number of
foreigners fo one in ten. Again, as has
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been suggested, it would be a Jifficult
wmatter to know whieh was the man to be
selected. Moreover, if it is a wrong thing
to admit foreigners into the mines at all,
I do not think it is right to admit a tenth
of them. Let us either admit them alto-
gether or refuse them employment. Then
again there is the guestion of night shift.
I do not feel capable of dealing with that.
There muy be occasions on some of these
biz mines when it is necessary to keep
machinery going all the time, In respeut
to working at night, from the little cx-
perience I have bad of going down sowe
of those mines, it seems to me to be of
very little consequence whether {he wmen
are working by night or by day, seeing
that they are working by artificial light
all the time. However, there is one strong
reason given by the Honorary Minister
{(Hon, J. E, Dodd) which appeals to me;
hamely, that the closing of these ruines
for a certain period in the 24 hours would
allow the dust to settle and the fumes
from the explosives to escape, in conse-
quence of whick the men would zo to
work in a comparafively clear atmos-
phere. I think there iz a very
great deal in thai eontention. Ob-
vicusly when the men are work-
ing continuously there is no oppor-
tunity for the dust to settle or for the
fumes to disappear, and therefore it must
be highly injurious to the men who wotk
down there to find the drives full of
stnoke and dust from the time they enter
until they finish their shift. Another
matter referred to was the abolition of
the contract system. I may say al once
that will have no support from me. T
think men should be allowed to earn
wmore money than other men if they are
willing te do so. T do not think the House
has any right to pass legislation which
would prevent men from making an
honest living and earning a little more
then they could nnder other conditions.
Some stronger reason than I have yet
leard will require to be advanced in sup-
port of this proposition to satisfy me
that it should be made a hard and fast
rule. It is, I think, a matter for the mine
owners and employees to settle betweenr
themselves. 1 can only sav without lab-
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ouring the question, that I shall vote for
the second reading, and that if there is
apything in the Bill to which 1 ean give
my support and whieh will assist the men
in preserving their health and improving
their conditions I feel it is my bounden
duty to support it. When the Bill goes
into Committee, although I believe there
are many objectionable clanses in it which
are not likely to be carried, yet if there is
any eone clanse whick will assist the
miner and minimise disease and pre-
venl all lhose fatal aecidents, which
are something terrible to contemplate
—fancy 23 lives lost in one year,
winning gold for other people—I
shall endeavour to atleviate their distress
even at the cost of the mine owners. I
shall be prepared to snpport any pro-
vision caleulated to improve the position
of the men who are winning wealth for
other people. I will support the second
reading for that reason, and if in Com-
mittee there is any one thing which will
tend to prevent so many fatal accidents
and to improve the health and position of
the miners I shall snpport it. It is de-
plorable to think that such a large num-
ber of men in what should be the prime
of life are incapacitated and rendered
almost unfitted for labour; to think that,
for the sake of winning wealth for others,
their lives should be sacrificed and their
health ruined. .

On motion by Hon. -R. D. McKenzie
debate adjourned.

" BILL—LAND VALUATION.

Received from the Legislative Assem-
bly, and read a first time.

ﬁI[;I:—FREM ANTLE TMPROVE-
MENT,

In Committee.

Resumed from the 30th Oectober; Hon.
W. Kingsmill in the Chair, the Colonial
Secretary in charge of the Bill.

Clause 4—Poll may be demanded on
question whether lands are to be acquired
by the municipality:

[COUNCIL.]

The CHAIRMAN: The following
amendments had been made to the clause:
—At the end of Subelause 1 the word
“ratepayers’” had been struck out, and the
following words inserted :—election of
the owners of rateable land situated with-
in the municipal distriet.” A further
amendment had been made, in that sub-
clanse 2 bhad been siruck ont. A further
amendment had been made by Mr. Cole-
bateh and was now before the Commiitee
as folows:—“That in lien of Subeclause
2 struck out, the words ‘for the purposcs
of this seetion the term ‘‘owner’’ means
any person entitled to a legal or equitable
estate or interest in rateable land in fee
simple or for a termm of years having at
least seven years unexpired.’’

Amendment put and passed.

The CHATRMAN: In the second line
and in the last line of Subelause 3 and
in the first line of Snbelanze 4 the word
“owners” would be inserted in lien of
‘‘ratepavers'’ as consequential amend-
ments.

Hon. D. G. GAWLER moved an
amendment—

That at the end of Subclouse 5 the
words “and each ratepayer on the
special roil shall be entitled to one vote
only” be struck out.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The
amendment would be opposed. Every
veeupier of land m Fremantle had juost
as much interest in the widening of these
dangerous streets as had the owners, and
the occupiers should have equal power in
determining the question.

Hon., J. ¥, Cullen : Although they
have not had an equal responsibility in
carrying the burden.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY :
There would be no burden io earry. This
land wonld be resumed at a fair valua-
tion, and it was bound io increase in
value by virtue of the widening of the
street; therefore there should be no bur-
den to be carried.

Hon. D. G. Gawler: But in view of
the amendments already carried we
should give each owner one vote.

Hon, M. L. MOSS: In order to enahbie
the Committee to give a vote on the
views expressed by the Colonial Seere-
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tary he would ask Mr. Gawler to tem-
porarily withdraw the amendment. He
viewed this from the same standpoint as
the Minister, and would like to get the
views of the Commiitee on the guestion.
This was not consequential. All we had
done up to the present was to say there
should be a vote of the owners. The pro-
posal that the Colonial Secretary had just
made was that, having admitted the prin-
ciple that only owners were to vote, the
question then remained, was the owner
to have one vote only or was it to be the
cumulative system of voling on the
Mayor’s roll? He disbelieved entirely in
the view that this should go to any vote
at all. He reparded these two sireet
corners as heing so dangerous that Par-
liament should lake the matter in hand
and provide the necessary legislation in
order that this land could be compulsorily
resiuned. Inasmueh as they should pro-
vide for some method of reference to the
people, he wanted reference to a saffici-
ently large number of people interested
as would ensure it being carried. If this
was left to the large land owners he was
afraid that the possibility of a small ad-
ditional tax might lead to the measure
being defeated, and he desired to avoid
that.  Everybody frequenting those
streets was largely interested, and he
wanted to see nothing which would pre-
vent the measure from becoming opera-
tive. Onece expensive buildings were put
up on the site, the difficulties wounld be
increased tenfold. He appealed to the
hon. Mr. Gawler to withdraw his amend-
ment and give him an cpportunity to
move in the direction of allowing one
vote only to be recorded by each land
owner.

Hon. R. J. LYNN: The hon. Mr,
Gawler ought not to withdraw his amend-
ment. Within the last 10 or 12 years
large sums - of money had been raised in
Fremantle in connection with works and
the tramway system, and tbe owners had
never refrained from supporting any
measure for the benefit of the town. If
given the opportunity, to record their
votes under the Municipalities Act, which
provided for owners to have more than
one vate, this Commiltee need have mno
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fear of the loan being rejected. In voting
against the hon, Mr, Gawler's amendment
the other night he had done so under a
misapprekension, thinking that he was
supporting the hon. Mr. Moss’s proposal
in connection with a previous clause. In
view of the owners of Fremantle being
called upon to earry the burden, they
alone were the people to be consulted.
The Committee should have no hesitation
n supporting the amendment, as he be-
lieved the authorisation would be earried
by a large majority.

Hoo. H. P. COLEBATCH : Personally,
he refused to believe that the property
owners of Fremantle were not competent
judges as to what was hest in’the inter-
ests of tke town and the ratepayers. It
was the poliey of the Minister to intro-
duee the principle of one man one vote
in regard to all municipal affairs, but he
should do it in a straightforward manner
by amending the Municipalities Act, and
not by way of a side issne. He strongly
protested against amending an important
principle in a Bill of this description,
Hon. members shounld insist that this
measure should follow the lines of the
Municipalities Aet.

Hon, J. BE. DODD (Honorary Minis-
ter) : It was not a question of one man
one vote, but one ratepaver one vote,
This proposition aifected not only owners
but everyone.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: The same ap-
plies to all municipal affairs,

Hon. J. E. DODD: It was a question
of the lives of the people being endan-
gered, and there was nathing wrong in
including in a Bill of this kind provision
to give ratepayers the right to vote.

Hon, J. ¥. CULLEN: Both the Hon-
orary Minister and the hon. Mr. Moss
teemed to forget that the Committee had
decided that if a ballot was demanded it
would be taken and that it should he
limited to the owners, That being so,
snrely hon, members could see the force
of the hon. Mr. Colebateh’s.remarks, It
was bad legislation to attempt by a side-
wind to amend any Aet of Parliament.
If the hon. Mr. Moss desired to help the
Government to earry out their pet scheme
of one man one vote in municipal affairs’
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let him do so on an amendment of the
Municipalities Aet.

Hon, ND. G. GAWLER: The hon. Mr.
Moss bad asked the Committee to go back
on something which had already been de-
eided. He would be glad to assist the
bhon. member but he was in the hands of
the Committee.

The CHAIRMAN: As a matter of
procedure it would not be necessary for
the hon. member to withdraw his amend-
ment. [f it was defeated the hom. Mr,
Moss could move,

Hon, D. G. GAWLER: But if it was
earried the hon. member would not be
able to put his proposal before the Com-
mittee. If the argument of personal
safety was pushed to its logical eonclusion
every visiter to Fremantle ought to have
a say in this matter. THd it not eoncern
the owners that £70,000 or £100,000
worth of property would be purchased
and possibly an immense loss involved?

The Colonial Secretary: Not half of
that.

Hon, M. L. Moss: Your information is
ineorreet,

Hon. D. G, GAWLER: If there was a
loss it would fall on the owners. If the
Committee were willing he would allow
the hon. member to put his proposition.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Test the question
on your amendment.

Hon, J. CORNELL: Hon. members
must know that to amend the Municipali-
ties Act would be a big and tough prob-
lem. Thal argument had been adduced
only to side-track the real proposal. The
objection to the vote being taken on the
mayoral roll was that it was possible and
probable that the minority would rule.

Hon. H. P. Colebateh: That is possible
in all municipal affairs.

Hon. J. CORNELL: There would be no
injustice if the vote was restricted to one
owner one vote. If the fear of the
owners having to bear the burden was
realised, they would have to bear it in
proportion to the valne of the property
they owned.

Hon. H. P, Colebateh: Then why not
allow them to vote in proportion.

Hoo. J. CORNELL: They did not vote
in proportion to the value of their pro-

[COUNCIL.]

perty. A majority of the owners could
hold the bulk of the value of the property
and not control a majority of the votes.
Why should we continue an injustice by
waiting until it was possible to bring
in an amendnent to the Municipalities
Act?

Amendment pul and a division taken
with the following result :—

Ayes 12
Noes 0
Majority for 3
Avaen,
Hoo. J. D. Caunally i Hon. W. Patrick
Hon. J. F. Cullen ! Hon. A. Sanderson
Hon. D. G. Gawler Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. A. G. Jenkins  Hon. T. H. Wtlding
Hon, R, J. Lynn "Hon. H. P. Colebatch
Hon, R. D. McKenzle {Teller}.
Hon. B, McLarty
NoES.
Hon., F. Connor Hon. Sir J. W. Hackett
Hoa. J. Cornell Hon, J. W, Kirwan
Hon. F. Davls l'Hon. M. L. Moss
Hon. J. E. Dodd ‘Hon. R. G. Ardagh
Hon. J..M. Drew {Telier).

Amendment thus passed, the clause as
amended agreed to.

Clause 5—Power to borrow money for
purposes of this Aet:

Hon, H, P. COLEBATCH: Subclause
2 ghonld be consequentially amended by
striking out the words “exeept Seections
444, 445, 446, 447, 448 and 449 thereof.”

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment
could not be taken as consequential,

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH moved an
amendment—

That in lines 3, 4, 5, and ¢ of Sub-
clause 2 the words “except Sections
444, 445, 416, 447, 448, 449 thereof”
be struck out.

Hon. M. L. MOS8 : The hon. member’s
amendment should not be agreed to. It
was obvious that these sections must he
oliminated from the Bill which was be-
fore the Committee, because they were
not applieable.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: To his
mind these sections were applicable. The
Bill did not apply enly to the purchase
of this land. Tt applied to the erection
of buildings, and Section 444 dealt with
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the preparation of plans and specifica-
tions. If the Council were submitting to
the ratepayers purely a proposal to bor-
row money for the purchase of the land,
it was obvious that they would not have
to prepare plans, but if subseguently the
council proposed to erect buildings, there
was no reason why they should not tell
the property owners what they proposed
to do in acecordance with Section 444 of
the Municipalities Aet. If they merely
wanted to resume land they would
tell the owners and a poll would be taken
on that, but under paragraph (b) of the
clanse the council proposed to erect
buildings on or -otherwise improve the
lands. He failed to see why they should
not tell the electors what they were going
te do.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result:—

Aves 13
Noes 6
Majority for 7
AYEH.
Hon. E. M, Clarks Hon. E. McLarty
Hon. H. P. Colebatch Hon. W. Patrick
Hon. J. D. Connolly |Hon. A. Sanderscn
Hoa. J. F. Cullen Hon. C. Sommers
Hon. A. Q. Jenklns Hon. T. H. Wlilding
Hon. R. J. Lypn Hon. D. G. Gawler
Hon. R. D. McKenzle (Teller).
Noes.
Hon. R. G. Ardagh Hon. J. M. Drew
Hon. J. Cornell Hon. M, L. Moss
Hon. F. Davis {Teller).
Hon. J. E. Dodd

Amendment thus passed.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: The amendment
which the Committee had carried meant
that the couneil of Fremantle, if it in-
tended to put buildings on any part of
this land, would be obliged to come down
with a ecomprehensive scheme at the
jump. That was to say, not only would
money be reguired for the purpose of
resumption, but if it was intended by
them to pat up any buildings or shops
on the land, they would be obliged fo
come down with a scheme which would
provide both for resumption and the im-
provement of the land resumed.
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Hon. C. Sommers: Quite right.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Hon. members did
not appreciate what that meant. Under
the clanse as amended, and under the
Bill as it stood, it might be a good thing
for the council at the outset to put a
proposition before the ratepayers that
money should be raised for the taking
of the land, but there would be no mach-
inery in the Bill to enable them to go
fo the ratepayers on the seecond occasion
when they saw that they could utilise any
portion of the land to profit and advan-
tage, to get a second verdict.

Hon, H. P. Colebatch: Yes, there is in
the Munteipalities Act itself,

Hon. M. L. MOSS: The contention
he was sobmitting was that once we
brought down a proposal to raise money,
there was no machinery whereby we could
get a second vote of the ratepayers au-
thorising the payment of something else
in respect of the same proposition. We
were putling great difficulties in the way
of the local authorities at Fremantle.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: Appar-
ently the hon. member’s idea was that
the municipality of Fremantle should ap-
proach the ratepayers and get their per-
mission to borrow a certain amount of
money to resume this land, and baving
got that permission, should be at liberty,
without consulting the owners, to borrow
any further sum they pleased in order io
erect buildings. There was absolutely
no diffienlty avy more than there was in
eonnection with the ordinary procedure
under the Municipalities Aet, of taking
two polls if necessary. The council put
it to the owners that they wanted to bor-
row a certain sum of money. Saurely
they should tell the owners what they in-
tended to do with it. If the council
wished at the outset to put the whole
seheme before the ratepayers and say that

«they wanted £100,000, they counld do it,
but if not, they conld go to the ratepayers
under Snbelanse {a)} of Clause 5 and say
they wanted £50,000 to buy the land, and
then under Subelause (b) they should
again go to the ratepayers and say they
wanted a further sum with which tn Frent
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buildings on the land. He moved an
amendment—

That Subclause (3) be struck out.

Amendment passed; the eclause as
amended agreed to.

Clauses 6 to 10—agreed to.

Pirst schedule—agreed to.

Second schedule:

Hon. D. G. GAWLER : There would be
certain consequential amendments in this
schedule, viz., the striking out of “oeen-
pier” in several places.

Hon. H. P. COLEBATCH: As the
Committee had already decided that the
poll should be taken under the Munmici-
palities Aet, the schedule eould be struek
out altogether. He moved an amend-
ment—

That the Second Schedule be struck
out.

Amendment passed.

Third Schedule (consequential) nega-
tived,

Bill reported with amendments and re-
turned to the Legislative Assembly with a
request that the amendments suggested by
the Committee be made; leave being given
to sit again on receipt of a Message in
reply from the Assembly.

House adjourned at 9.22 p.m.

Tegislative Fssembly,
Tuwesday, 4th November, 1913.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

[ASSEMBLY.]

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By Hon. W. C. Augwin (Honorary
Minister) : Retnrn of prosecutions in the
metropolitan area—({a} for the sale of
light-weight bread, (b} for the sale of
impure and adulterated milk, (¢) for the
sale of impure and adnlterated liquors
{ordered on motion by Mr. Lander).

By the Minister for Lands: File deal-
ing with the registration of transfers of
conditional purchase lands (ordered on
motion by Hon. J, Mitchell}.

PAPERS—THOMSON'S DAIRY.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: T have
to present the reports of Government
officers on Thomson’s dairy (ordered on
motion by Mr. Lander). The report men-
tioned in the latter part of the motion,
that by Messrs. Lovekin, Battye, and
Lander, was not a report to the Govern-
ment or any State department, but to
the board of the Children’s Hospital, and
one of those gentlemen, when approached
for the report, and acting in behalf of
one of the other signatories, stated that
before he could make it available he would
require an indemnity from the Govern-
ment, which at the time I was not pre-
pared to give; hence these papers do not
comply with the latter part of the motion.

QUESTION—GOVERNMENT TRAM-
WAYS, SALE OF TICKETS.

Mr. B, J. STUBBS asked the Minister
for Railways: 1, The total value of the
23, 6d. per dozen tickets taken on the
trams doring the week prior to the altera-
tion in the system of selling the tickets?
2, The tofal value of the same tickets
taken duving last week® 3, Is he aware
that conductors are often short of work-
men’s tickets thereby depriving many
workmen of their return eoncession?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: 1, £548 9s. 7d. 2, £363 16s. 44d.
3, There may have been one or two iso-
lated cases of conductors being short of
workmen’s tickets. In sueh ecases, how-
ever, the gonductors buy from other con-
dnectors, and so no workmen have been



