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Hon. A. Lovekin: Are you going to vote
for- the no-confidence motiont

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION:
This is not a no-confidence motion. It is a
motion in favour of the development of thia
country, and as sueh I support it. It is im-
possible for me to explain the vindictive
and venomous attitude of the hon, member
towards the Premier. Ilas any member of
the Government failed to give him every
facility to further his scheme? I know I
have done all I could to belp him. The hon
member himself admits that we have en-
abled him to place this scheme before tho
Prime Mirnister.” We have gone out of our
way to hbelp him, but, because this big
scheme bhas not heen finalised in a moment,
ke attacks the Government in this way.
With these remarks, in the course of which
I have felt obliged to depart to a cnrtain
extent from the motion as it stands, on
account of the attaek made upon thn Pre-
mier by Mr. Miles, I have pleasure iu sup-
porting the motion,

Hon. A. J. H. BAW (Metropolitan-
Suburban) [5.44]: T do not profess to speak
with any knowledge of this subjeet. I
mercly rise to enter a protest. During the
course of his speech Mr. Miles read a nem-
ber of quotations from after dinner or after
luncheon speeches. We also were regaled with
a considerable amount of what I may term
private conversations. I further under-
stand, from an interjection on the part of
Mr. Miles, that he propuses in the course
of his reply to relate a private conversation
which he had with the Premier concerning
the ridiculons charge that he (the Premier)
did not reply to Lord Northeliffe with refer-
ence to the light in which the people of
Australia regard the immigrant. T protest
against these private conmversations being
retailed in this Chamber. The principle is
entirely wrong, and I hope the hon. member
will not again adopt sueh a course.

On metion by Hon. A, Lovekin, debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 545 pm.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.80

p.m., and read praycrs.

NOTICE OF MOTION—URGENCY.

Mr. SPEAKER: I received yesterday a
communication from the member for Leeder-
ville (Capt. Carter}, who wanted to move the
adjournment of the House. While the sub-
ject matter of the hon. member’s motion was
definite in character—it iz in reference to
the dispute in the newspaper industry—I was
of opinion that the matter was before the
court and therefpre it would not be wise for
the House to discuss it. So the question did
not eome before the House yesterday. The
hon, member came to my room as L was com-
ing out just now, and told me he was very
anxious to have the matter disecussed. This
atterncon I tried to learn from Mr, Justice
Draper whether the ease was actually before
the court and therefore sub judice. I could
not get Mr., Justice Draper, but his associate
referred me to the Clerk of the Arbitration
Court, who found Mr. Justice Draper and was
instructed by the Judge to give me the history
of the case, which is as follows:—

Reference was made on the 28th August,
answers filed on the 7th September, and
issues settled on the 11th September. The
case has not been listed up to date.

Not being a legal man, and being unable to
get advice from Mr. Justice Draper as te
whether the case i3 sub judice, and sinee the
member for Leederville is anxious to do some-
thing this afternoon, I have decided to place
the position before the Housa and let the
House take the responsibility of saying
whether the matter shall be dealt with, ae-
cepting the risk of its being hefore the court.
If it he the wish of the House, I will read
the letter from the hon. member. Is it the
wish of the House that the letter be read?
Hon. M. F. TROY: It is extraordinary,
Sir, that yon should approach the House in
the manner you have donc and ask for a de-
eision, Tt ia a matter for your own decision.
The Speaker does not allow a motion for ad-
journment unless in his opinion the matter is
definite and of urgent public importance. I
submit that this is your peculiar provinee,
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Mr. SPEAKER: I have already decided
ahout the Qefiniteness of the motion, but the
point i3 as to whether the case is before the
court. As the hon. member said he was
anxious to mmove the motion if possible, I
thought I would let the House decide. That
is the only point., I do not know whether the
memker for Kanowna (Hon. T. Walker) or
the member for Bunbury (Mr, Money) could
tell us anything about the position.

Hon. T. Walker: Until the motion is read
I cannct say anything about it.

Mr. SPEAKER: If I rend the letter it
will then only be necessary for seven members
to rise, when the hon. member will bhe able to
proceed. His motion is definite, but I do not
think it is urgent. TYs it the proper thing
for the House to diseuss something which is
before the eourt, if it is before the eourt?d

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Tt is before the
court.

Mr. SPEAKER: Well, then, it is out,

Capt. CARTER: Tt is my desire to discuss
the strike existing in the newspaper industry,
which already has Leen before the court and
disposed of,

Mr. MeCallum: 7Tt is not disposed of.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 cannot allow the hon,
member to discuss it. The House decides
that we shall not proceed with the letter.

Capt. CARTER: Is it definite that the
House hag decided?

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, it iz definite.

Mr. Underwood: The House has not de-
cided,

Hon. M. F, TROY: I submit that this is
a matter for yem, Sir. It is within your
province to say whetlier the motion is definite
and urgent. You have said neither,

Mr. SPEAKER: I have said it is def-
nite, but that T ama not satisfied of its ur-
geney. The matter has been before the court,
and I am infermed it is still before the court.
That is the point. Because of the persisteney
of the hon. member T told Lim I wonld place
the matter before the Honse, to save any
subsequent Qdisenssion. I am of opinion that
the motion is Jefinite, but not urgent. The
trouble has been in existence for three wecks.
Therefore T am not going te read the letter,
unless the House instructs me to do so.

Capt. Carter: Would I be in order in mov-
ing that the letter be read?

Mr, SPEAKER: No, the hon. member can-
not do that, hut he can take any action he
likes by giving notice.

Capt. CARTER: T give notice that at the
next sitting of the House T will move that
the Honse discuss the strike now existing in
the newsraper industry.

Hon. M. ¥F. Troy: That is not a proper
motion. A motion must have some purport.

QUESTIONS (2)—IMMIGRATION
SCHEME.
Preparations for arrivals.
Mr. JOHNSTON (for Mr. A. Thomson)
asked the Premier—1, Is the statement ap-
pearing on a public notice board in the city
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correct “‘That 100,000 applications have
been lodged for passages to Western -Aus-
tralia, but it is feared that unless complete
preparations are made in Western Australia
the rush will be diverted to Canada and
Africa’’? 2, If so, in view of the very great
sertougness of the position and the apparent
breakdown of the immigration scheme, will
he make a full and detailed statement to the
House showing what is proposed to be done
for immigrantis upon their arrival in the
State and their subsequent settlement on
the landd 3, If he ia prepared to follow the
suggestion contaimed in Question No. 3,
when will he make the statement?

"The PREMIER replied: 1, I have not seen
the statement referred te. It is undoubt-
edly correct to say that a large number of
people wish to come to Australia. 2, There
is no hreakdown in the immigration scheme,
except in the hom. member’s imagination.
I have made a full atatemnent to the House,
showing what is proposed under the scheme.
3, Answered by No. 2.

Financial Arrangementa.

Mr, HICKMOTT (for Mr. Latham) asked
the Premicr: When may the House expect
the papers, asked for by me on the 9th
August, 1922, dealing with the finaneial
arrangements made with the British Gov-
ernment whilst he was in X.ondon¢

The PREMIER replicd: The agreement is
upon the Table of the House,

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.
1. Perth Markets.

2. City of Perth,
Tntroduced by Mr. Mann.

3. Navigation Aet Awmendment.
Introduced by the Coloninl Secretary.

MOTION—RETURNED SOLDIER
SETTLEMENT.

To inquire by Royal Commission.

Debate resumed from 3lst August, on
motion by Mr., Wilson—

That in the opinion of this House, it i3
desirable that a Royal Commission should
be appointed to go into all phases of the
‘“land settlement poliey’’ in regard to re-
patriated soldiers of the A.LF. who are
now struggling under adverse circumstances
and must eventually relinquish their hold-
ings owing to the heavy financial load that
they are at present carrying, unless some
permanent relief is given to them in the
immediate future.

The PREMIER (Hon. Sir James Mitchell
—Northam) [4.47]: I do not know why the
member for Collie (Mr, Wilzon) asks for 2
Roval Commission to deal with this matter.
A Royal Commission is altogether unneces-
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sary. I propose latcr on to move an amend-
meat providing that there should be an in-
quiry by a seleect commictee of the House
into the matter. The hon. member wishes
for an inguiry te be made into the cases of
soldiers whose land was cleared before they
settled upon it, and who are dissatisfied. I
have no objection to such an investigation.
An inquiry into the case of every soldier
settler is too big a -matter, and no such in-
quiry is sought by anyone, The hon. mem-
ber says that the soldier settler on Crown
lands gets & rebate of 30 per cent, and on
repurchased estates none, That ig so. The
question of Crown lands is different from
the question of repurchased lands. The
Crown has to pay for the land that is re-
purchased and interest un the cost. It
would be impossible to give any rebate in
such a case. Turthermore, such lands often
inelude very substantial improvements. A
gift of one-half of the rent on Crown lands
means loss of revenue, whereas a gift of
one-half the eost on purchased land would
mean the loss of actual cash laid out and
n loss of interest for all time, The
soldiers preferred in most cases mnot
to take Crown lands, eapecially in the South-
West, but to go on to improved farms. If
we had put them on Crown lands they would
have got 160 acres free of all charges except
survey fees. We have not only purchased
land for subdivision but have purchased
single farma with all stock and improvements
necessary. We purchased these lands often
at the urgent request of the soldier himself.
When a man goes on Crown land he has to
face a Jarge amount of work before he ean
get any return from it. He has to clear the
land before he can put in his crops, and do
all those thincs necessary for the mainten-
ance of the farm, as well as build his own
hotne. He, therefore, starts two or three
years behind the man who steps into a going
coneern.  Often the men who bought these
farms found a growing crop upon them that
they could take off. One man bought a place
for £1,200, and out of his first erop paid
back the whole of the eapital and had £1,200
to the good.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: What about the set-
tlers on the Midland line who are growing
vines?

The PREMIER: How different was his
position from that of the man who took 1,000
acres of uncleared land in the same locality.
The land that we purchase is oftem- mear a
railway or a town.

Mr. Wilson: And sometimes is not of much
value.

The PREMIER: The hon. member should
not suy that. He should approach the ques-
tion in a different spirit. A very careful
esamination of properties has been made.

Mr. Wilson: But mistakes are made.

The PREMIER: The price has seldom been
more than a reasonable one. There were
some cases in which the board was persuaded
to buy a farm for a soldier, because the land
was adjacent to his father’s holding and he
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thought he would get nssistance from his
father, Such land was bought at the urgent
request of the soldier. In these ¢ircumstances,
would the hon. member say the department
must take alt the risk?

Mr, Wilson: I have never hlamed the de-
partient.

The PREMIER: The hon. member blames
someone.

Mr. Wilson: A mistake has been made,

The PREMIER: The hon. member said
that dud land had been dumped upon the
soldier. That could not have happened with-
out the approval of the board and the man-
agement. [ dare say in some cases a soldier
hag perhaps had a bnd bargain. That is
generally so in a case such as I have just
mentioned. We have a duty to perform to the
soldier and to the State, and we must look
at the matter in that way. We should not
exaggerate the trouble, If there be ony
trouble let us find it out and rectify it.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: You have trouble
within 10 miles of Perth.

The PREMIER: There may be some
trouble there. It would be a strange thing
if all of the 4,500 soldiers we have settled
prove suitable for the land. We believe they
are guitable; they have passed the qualifica-
tion board. Tt would be strange, however, if
there were not some trouble. I do not ex-
peet to get through without it.

Licut.-Colonel Denten: If you help ' these
men they will save you from trouble and
build up an industry for you.

The PREMIER: They are doing it.

Licut.-Colonel Denton: Under bad condi-
tions.

The PREMIER: The land for the most
part is good, and I believe the soldier has
full value in almost every case. I do not wish
this House to believe that every case and
every purchase, and everything else, has gone
right. T cannot say it has. It will be found,
however, that very few of the purchases have
not been good. Mr. MeLarty has been charged
with forcing down the value of land on
account of the hard bargains he has driven,

Mr. Wilson: Most of my charges are about
the cxtravagant cost of elearing.

The PREMIER: The hon. member would
have been on sound grounds if he had ad-
hered to that.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton:
sound grounds.

The PREMIER: I could say all is wrong
with the world, bet I am not going to say it.
The hon. member said something about the
cows being unsatisfactory, and that some of
them were not good milkers. I dare say some
of the people who milk cows are not capable
of handling them, because they have not had
the experience. I dare say, too, if the hon.
member bought a cow, she wounld be giving
only three quarts a day within a week.

Mr. Wilson: I would not know where to
start.

The PREMIER: It has been found neces-
sary to protect the purchasers, The Stock

I think he is omr
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Department certify to every cow befors the
purchase is ratified. There will be trouble,
anyhow, The better the cow is the more
tronble is likely to oecur with a bad milker.
I remember going down to the Kirupp estate
bought by Mr. Hugh Brockman. 1 saw ap
English settler and his father there, and
clover and feed on the ground 2 feet 6 inches
high. Tt would have been an easy matter to
have eut hay from 100 acres, and it would
have averaged abount a ton to the aere. The
old man was trying to find some potatoes he
had planted in the middle of the 100 acres.
I think a furrow had been run aeross the
block in order to find the place where the
potatoes had been placed. Those people did
not astay there because they werc mot suit-
able for the land. The hon. member referred
to a deputation that waited on me from
Brunswick. The speakers did not gquestion
the value of the land, but sought a reduetion
in the price and asked the public to pay the
loss occasioned by the reduction by means of
a loan, and that the interest should be waived
and not capitalised for five years. The man
who came to me was an honest kind of fellow.
He said, ‘T am not making a do of if, as I,
have mot cmough of my land under erop.’
T said *‘How much stock will your land
carrv?'? and he replied ‘‘Two ecows to
the acre.’’ Of course if land will do that,
it is worth £80 an acre. If land will earry
one cow to two acres, it can easily be worth
£90. It is not a question of reducing the
price of land, berause if we gave it to these
people for mothing, even then they would
not be able to do anything with it. I told
this man that the job ahead of us was to
make it possible for him_to live in comfort
and pay his way, and T told him that 1
" would $mAd down the Chief Tnspector, who
would go into the case on the spot to see
what eould be dome. The land is good,
cleared and ready, but it requires cultivation
and improvement. Tha hon. member said
that his complaint was mot so much in re-
gard to the land as it was in regard to clear-
ing, and he added that soldier clearers had
frgwung the lead.”’ That is the first time
T have heard the expression, and I confesy I
do not know what it means. However, I
am not going to blame the soldiers if super-
vision permitted them to ‘‘swing the lead.’’
It is recognised that in some instances the
costs are excessive, but that is principally
owing to poor results obtained from day
labour, and also due to the fact that clearing
was carrieq out at an unsuitable season.
Ministerial approval was given some months
ago for writing {down clearing to the value
that the land is able to carry. For instance,
Caseades has been written down from £23
Bs, to £16. This writing down was approved
by the Minister for Agriculture in May last.

Mr. Wilson: How is it then that these
people know nothing about it?

The PREMIER: I do not know. At the
Capeldene tnd Trigwell estates similar action
i3 pending.

Mr. Wilsen: I am glad to hear it
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The PREMIER: At Balingup there are
S0 many cstates that it is possible fo con-
fuse one with the other. There has been
n¢ clearing done there by tractor, The hon.
member told us that the Labour Government
operating in the South-Wcst had 35,704 acres
pulled and 5,560 acres rolled at an average
cost of 30,

Mr. Wilson: Your Minister for Mines ex-
plained that at the time.

The PREMIER: The cost of rolling is
small, and that brings down the average.
The tree-pulling to which the hon. member
referred, was done, I suppose, at Darkan,
where the trees were dead. You cannot say
Just what pulling will cost if the trees are
dead. When they have been dead for, say,
20 years, pulling is very easy indeed. The
charge imposted against the soldiers should bhe
just the cost of the work and no more.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: Get closer home and
talk about the people on the Swan.

The PREMIER: I have not heard any-
thing about them. We have written down
values there before to-day, and of course it
is more pleasant for me to urge the writing
down of land owned by the Government than
to defend charges made here. The hon.
niember referred to Noombling having been
bought for 30s. an aere. There is no record
of any offer at 20s. ever having been made
for this property. Tt was, however, offered
in 1918 at 45s. The improvements at the
time of purchase were valued at 10s. per
acre, and consisted of 4,107 aeres cleared,
fenced and subdivided, six wells and build-
ings. .

Mr. Wilson:
that out.

The PREMIER: Egan'’s estate at Kojonup
was ncver offered. I am qguoting the in-
formation which has been supplied to me.
The records are in the department. Tn con-
nection with the writing down of clearing
costs, therg is one estate, the costs of which
were authorised to be written down. The hon.
member quoted individwal cases. He men-
tioned the case of Sampson, who paid £35
16s. per acre for 118 acres, and he said that
a Commonwealth loan of £625 had been ob-
tained and that the clearing of 40 acres at
£23 an acre ran into £1,177. There has never
been a Commonwealth loan as has been
mentioned by the hon. member. The Com-
monwealth lends money to the State and this
money bas to be repail. The facts are that
the land cost £684, there was a loan ap-
proved of £250, and the clearing cost £1,177.
There were pulled, stacked, shot and grubbed,
131% aeres at a cost of £18 19a. per acre;
there were partly grubbed 25 aeres at £16
163, per aere, and pulled 60 acres at £8 8s.
per acre. Another case quoted was that at
Capeldene, where the hon. memher said there
were 28 acres fit for immediate cultivation,
13 acres uncleared, 20 acres of dead timber,
21 acres of fair-sized irces, and that the
clearing cost £10 10s. per acre. The facts
in this particular ease are: that there have
been cleared 4% acres at £21 per acre, pulled,

The Commission could find
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stacked, shot anill partly grubbed, 79 acres
at £16 T7s., pulled and lopped 30% acres
at £14 15s. per aere, and pulled, 62 acres at
£8 8s. per aere. Yet another case quoted
was that of a man named EMNis, on whose
property the hon. member said that to pull
24 aeres with about four trees to the aere
cost £27 per aere to elear. The faets here
are that there were pulled and lopped 12
acres at £14 15s. per acre and pulled 56
aeres at £8 8s. per acre. The hon, member
spoke of a settler named Shenton at Balingup
who, he caid, had spent £2,000 of his own
money.

Mr. Pickering: Which property was that?

The PREMIER: Ferndale. This man in-
sisted on the purchase of Ferndale lot § at
£6 an acre—there were 14414 acres—and he
seeured also an advance of £1,400 for develop-
ment, The board feared that there was over-
capitalisation, but the man was confident.
There were other eases mentioned, but it is
hardly worth while dealing with them all
at length. I can assure the hon. member,
however, that inguiries are being made.
There is though, the case of a man named
Hunter at Caseades that may be altuded to.
He took up 268 acres of virgin country and
the hon. member said that it had cost £23 5s.
per acre to clear. This cost has been written
down to £186.
Mr. Wilson: It was not dome when 1
made my statement.
The PREMIER:
down since then.

Mr, Wilson: I received a letter only this
week from Hunter, in which he states that he
knows nothing abont it

The PREMIER: It was authorised some
time ago. Reference was also made to
Harvey propertics and the priees paid. It is
true that fairly high prices were paid in
some instances, but these amounts were paid
for the pick of river fromtages. The hon.
member said that the price paid for this
land was only £3 10s. That is true, but there
were many- blocks below that figure, and it is
not pogsible to gell these at o flat rate. In
any big property there is always a wide
range of valuable and poor blocks, and this
is particularly the case at Harvey. As a
matter of foet, a part of that estate has been
set apart as a common hecanse it was not
possible to sell it. The hon. member eriticised
tree-pulling, and said that subsoil was
brought up. Experience has demonsirated
that that iz not the case.

Mr, Wilson: I hope I am wrong, but I
do not think I am. -

The PREMIER: The hon. member mus
also know that the ringing of timber and
burning takes time, and that it is important
that the settler should produce at once. 1
have gaid that I have no objeetion to this
inquiry, but I hope the hon. member will con-
fine it to the complaints of dissatisfied sol-
diers.

Lieut-Colonel Denton: There are many.

The PREMIER: Of course, the hon. mem-
ber will get a Iot. I expected him to say that,

It has not been written
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because [ know that there will be many com-
plaints received.

Lieut-Colone¢l Denton:
deal.

The PREMIER:
give a fair deal, too.

Lieut-Colonel Denton: You eannot say they
do not do so.

The PREMIER:
give a fair deal

Lieut.-Col. Denton: They are doing so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The PREMIER: Those men are giving a
fair deal and they want to do good work. If
there are men in trouble, we want to straight-
en out their difficulties. The hon. member
knows that that is a0,

Lieut.-Colonel Denton:
deal, that is all.

The PREMIER: They will get a fair
deal. Complaints are bound to be made and
they will be made in some eases by men who
arc doing very well, but think they should be
doing hetter, We want to give them a chance.
It is possible to give a man a farm and pro-
vide him with stock and implements and so
on, hut, no matter how good the property may
be, unless the man is able to make use of it,
all this property is no good to him. We want
to see that the land is given a chance and
that the man, too, is given his chance. 1
suppose that is all that the member for Col-
lic would elaim that the State should do. If
the men want a little more assistance to crop
a greater area, or to keep more cattle, 50 as
to help them to pay their way, that is a
matter that can receive further consideratiom.

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: These men were your
best insurance during the war.

The PREMIER: If the land is auch that
a man cannot make goed on it, because the
land is unsuitable, then we should endeavour
to place that man on another property. On
the other hand, if the land is suitable for
farming and the man cannot suceceed, the best
thing would be for that man to seek em-
ployment in some olher ocenpation. I do not
know if there are any such ecases, but if
there are, those men must be given a chance.
The land, too, however, must be given a
chanee, and if there iz no reason why they
eannot suceeed on lnnd that is good. I da not
think the department should be blamed. Writ-
ing down seems to be the only remedy sug-
gested. T do not know that we should, gener-
ally speaking, view that system as the pro-
mer one to follow. In cases where the amount
spent by the Government has been teo much
for the clearing done, or where the cost of
clearing has been overcharged, the price must
be written down. We have an amount sef
agide to meet losses that may be occasioned
by the scheme, and naturally we will need it
all before the scheme is completed, and we will
use it in such eases,

Mr, Johnston: Some men may desire more
money to extend their clearings,

The PREMIER: We may find it mneces-
sary to alter the Act in some cases. Some
of these difficulties have been met, but there

They want a fair

Yes, and they want to

I say they do want to

They want a fair
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are Lot many men who want more than
£2,000,

Lieut.-Colone] Denton: Quite a lot of them
have spent their own money.

The PREMIER: Yes, and that was very
wise, too.

Licut.-Colonel Denton: They did net ask you
for any assistance.

The PREMIER: That is so. If they hada
moncy themselves and did not require to bor-
Tow, it meant that they did not have that to
repay later om.

Tieut.-Colonel Denton: They are feeling the
pinch now,

The PREMIER: I do not know of such
cases. However, the House can be satisfied
that we will do what iz fair by the soldiers.
In conclusion, I eonsider the department has
given cvidence of its desire to meet the sol-
diers. The member for Collie declared as
much in his speech when he said that Mr.
MecLarty was doing very well. I move an
amendment—

That the words ‘‘ Royal Commission’’ be
struck out with a view to imserting ‘A
select committee of this House.'’

I will move a further amendment later on to
deal with the inguiry.

Mr. Pickering: To what effect?

The PREMTER: I shall subsequently move
for the deletion of all the words after ‘“to’’
in line 38, to substitute the following:
“*inquire into complaints of dissatisfied soldier
settlers under the Discharged Soldier Settle-
ment Aect.”’

Lieut.-Colonel Denton: That does not go far
enough.

Mr. Wilson: That will not satisfy us.

Lieut.-Colonel DENTON: I move—
That the debate be adjouraned.

Motion put and negatived.

Ameadment put and passed.

The PREMIER: I move a further amend-
ment— .

That all the words after “to’’ in line 3
be strueck out and the following be in-
serted: ‘‘inquire inte the complaints of
digsatisfied =soldier settlers under the Dis-
charged Soldiers Settlement Act.’’

Mr. Wilsen: I will fight that to the last
diteh,

The PREMTIER: The House will agree that
this will meet what s desired, namely, an in-
quiry into the position of soldiers who are
dissatisfied with their lot under the Dis-
charged Soldiars Settlement Act. That is
what the member for Collic wishes to achieve,
1 cannot understand what more could be de-
sired. It will he a pretty big inquiry even
4ken. I am prepared to listen to what hon,
members have to say, but I think this amend-
ment eovers all that the hon. member referred
to in his speech the other night.

Mr. WILSON (Collie—on amendment)
15.35]: T apreed to the appointment of a
select eommittee instead of a Royal Commis-

[ASSEMBLY.}

sion. I had hoped that a Royal Commis-
sion would have been appointed, and that
an outsider might have been chosen to aet
in order to give an impartial tone, s0
to apeak, to the proccedings. I do not agree
with the tinkering of the motion to any fur-
ther extent, The very fact that the Premier
admitted he was wrong in onc case regarding
Noombling land when he said 17s. 6d. was
paid for land that cost 30s.

The Premier: I spoke without having the
pupers with me and I told you that.

The SPEARKER: The hon. member eannot
debate that question, but ean only debate the
question of striking out the words indicated.

Mr. WILSON: We must get down to the
question of what the land cost. [ am not
prepared to believe that Mr. Brown at Noom-
bling spent un extra £12,500 in elearing and
improving his land after the Government had
turned down his offer to sell the property for
17s. 6d. per acrc before the war. The in-
crease from 17s. 6d. to 30a. is practieally
£12,500.

The Premier: You know 1 spoke without
having the papers before me!

Mr. WILSON: I am not so sure that the
Government were offered 17s. 6d.

The Premier: Were we offered it at that
figure?

Mr. WILSON: You said se,

The Premier: No. T said I thought so.
I have now corrected that.

Mr, WILBON: 1 want to find out whether
it was offered ta the Government for a pound
and afterwards beurht at 30s.

The Premier: You ecan find that out if
you like.

Mr, WILSON: Do you want to confiue the
inquiry to the complaints of seldiera who
have complained up to the present time?

The Premier: That is what you wanted,

Mr. WILSON: AN the soldiers did wnot
tsomplain about the price of the land.

The Premier: What do you want?

Mr. WILSON: I want the motion ag it
ntands in my name.

The Premier: 1 am ashawed of the word-
g of it,

Mr. WILSON: I am not ashamed of the
wurling. T am proud of it and L am prond
of the fact, too, that the department has at
last come to its senses and reduced the price
of the land.

The Premier: That was auvthoriscd in May
last.

The Minster for Mines: In any ease, does
nut vour motion confine it to men who have
eomplaints?

Members: Of courge it doea.

Mr. Richardson: The only thing is, that
the original motion goes further than the
Premier sugazests.

Mr, WILSON: The motion will do away
with this policy of hush.

The Premier: Very well, I will withdraw
the amendment! The member for Collie can
have anything he wants! He can have the
control of the department for a month!
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Mr. WILSON: I do not want the Premier
te be snake-headed.

The Premier: I ask leave to withdraw the
amendment,

Amendment by leave withdrawn.

Mr. JOHNSTON (Williams - Narrogin)
[3.30]: I bave been requested by branches
of the Returned Soldiers’ League in my
electorate to sapport the motion and have
promised to do s0. I am glad the Govern-
ment have decided to accept the motion and
grant an inguiry by select committee. Gen-
erally speaking, in my electorate and in
most agricultural districts with which I am
acquainted, the soldiers’ settlement board
have done pgood work, although from
the strong case made out by the member
for Collie (Mr. Wilzon), whom I congratu-
late on the presentation of his case, the re-
sults in other parts of the State have not
been so satisfactory.

The Premier: It is a more difficult process
in the South-West.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Yes. In my portion of
the State the main complaints reccived from
seldiers have been because Mr. McLarty,
exercising that canny Scoteh caution with
which his name is assoeciated amongst
soldier settlers, missed muny good bargains.

Mr, Corboy: And saved the State from
making some bad ones, too.

Mr, JOHNSTON: Three or four years ago
Mr, MeLarty was offefed at low prices
much of the best forest country east
of the Great Southern railway and he
did not seeure as moch of it as he
should have done. He put a number
of soldiers in that great rich distriet be-
tween Narrogin and Dwarda, but even there
nmore men might have been settled over and
ahove the large number who went there on
the promise of a railway.

Mr. SPEAKER: The moticn deals with
dissatisfied soldiers on the Iand, not soldiers
to be settied on the land.

Mr. JOHNSTON: If there were no other
reason for supporting the motion to give
relief to soldiers ou repurchased estates
than the fact that Parliament in the time
of the Lefroy Government gave similar re-
lief to settlers on repurchased estates,

including well-to-do settlers who were
not soldiers, it would have my sup-
port. I hope the Premier will intro-

duce a Bill on the lines of the measure
passed.by the Lefroy Government a few
years ago which permitted a reduction of
price in respect to a large number of re-
purchased estates. A similar measure of
consideration and relief should be given to
our returned soldiers who were promised
and who deserve the best preferential treat-
ment that can be meted out to them.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is a reason
why the Government should give vp buying
land.

Mr. JOENSTON: There is another phase
of soldier settlement which the select com-

mittee should investigate and that is soldiers
on properties purchased by the board at a
fair price of £2,000, but with very little
elearing. These men, having only a small
area cleared, cannot earry on their fine
properties unless the Government amend the
Act and permit of further advances being
made for clearingz. There are earnest hard-
working men who need only this additional
assistance in order to aclieve suceess.

Lieut.-Colouel Denton : Men who bave
stood the test after having been settled by
the soldier settlement department.

Mr. JOENSTON: Yes, they are working
hard and, on the reports of the inspectors,
cannot achieve success unless additional
advanees are made to enable them to
further clear their selections,

The Premier: I am giving them more.

Mr, JOHNSTON: T am glad to hear that.
Much might be done in the way of giving
relief to soldiers on the land. They were
promised the best of everything when they
returned from the war, and it is the duty of
the House to see that they are given a full
measure of relief such as was given in years
gone by to more fortunate holders who did
not fight for their country.,

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [5.36]: T sup-
port the motion. Several setilers mentioned
by the member for Collie (Mr. Wilson) are
operating in my electorate, and I can say
that the conditions mentioned by him are
in accordance with fact. I was glad to hear
from the Premier that the price of clearing,
£23 5s. per acre, has been reduced to £16.
If the country has been totally cleared, T
can understand the large cost assessed for
this work, but if on the ofher hand it has
been oaly partially cleared in accordance
with the poliey followed in the Sounth-West,
then the amount is undoubtedly high for
that class of clearing. Another pertinent
question referrcd to by the hon. member is
the cost of the houses on these repurchased
estates. If, as stated by him, the amount
in one case was so great, T am at a loss to
understand how the Government could put
such a price upon it.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order in disenssing the cost of the houses.
That will be elicited by the select ctom-
mittee,

Mr. PICKERING: Certainly that is one
phase into which the select commitiee will
be expected to inquire, and a very import-
ant phase. Under the Agricultural Bank Act
only a certain sum is allowed for a house,
and if the cost of the house is such as to
hamper the development of the property,
it is surely a matter for inquiry.

Mr. SPEAEER: The inquiry will reveal
that.

Mr, PICKERING: Then I wish to know
what I may discuss under this motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member may
discuss the necessity for an inquiry.
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. 1\[@. PICKERING: It is neeessary that an
inquiry should be made to ascertain whether
the prices paid for some of the houses were
too high.

Mr. SPEAKER: No price is mentioned in
the motion. There is no opposition to the
motion and no argument has been advanced
on that line.

Mr. PICKERING: Another phase of the
question which sbould be inquired into is
that of road facilities for the settlers.

AMr. O’Loghlen: That is right.

Mr. S8PEAKER: The hon. member had
better do that under another motion.

Mr. PICRERING: Do you rule that I am
out of order?

Mr. SBPEAKER: I rule that you cannot
diseuss toad making under this motion,

Hon. P, Collier: On the general prineiple
you are out of order.

Mr. PICKERING: On general principle
I am out of order in discussing anything in
this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. member
must not he offensive. He must confine his
Temarka to the motion and must not discuss
the question of roads.

Mr. PICKERTING: The motion states that
the selcet committee shall inguire into all
phases of the land settlement poliey in regard
to repatriated soldiers.

Hon. P, Collier: That question of land
clearing has to do with forestry.

Mr. PECKERTNG: Evidently that has no-
thing to do with the motion; neither has the
provision of markets. The member for
Collie (Mr, Wilson), in moving the motion,
said certain settlers under this scheme were
being ruvined hecause no markets were pro-
vided for their products. This is one of the
most vital questions to which inguiry sheuld
be directed. The committee should endeavour
to ascertain whether markets can be pro-
vided for these men.

Hon. P. Collier: T do not think that will
eome within the seope of the select committce.
Let us enlaree the motion.

Mr. PICKERING: I hope the motion will
be agreed to and that the inquiry will em-
brace the points to which I have directed at-
tention.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (XNorth-East Fre-
mantle) [5.41: I would not have spoken but
for some remarkas which have fallen from
membera on the cross benches, and T want to
make it clear that those remarks should not
be taken by the select committe a3 an indi-
eatinm of the feeling of the House. It has
heen suggested that the Government should
introduce legislation to ermabla the price of
repurchased land to he reduced. T hope the
seleet committee will not take that as a diree-
tion from this Tlouse as to the line on which
inquiry shorld be made. What is the use of
ths Government continvally repurchasing
estates at what is considered a fair value if
we have to almost immediately reduce the
price and make the difference a charge on
the consolidated revenue of the State?

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Minister for Works: A man ¢ught to
know the price before he buys the land.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: The State cannot
afford to be continually reducing the price
of its land. One thing or the other must
happen; either the State must refrain from
doing this or else we shall find ourselves in
the bankruptey court.

The Minister for Works: Does not this
motion pre-judge the case? I think it does.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: No. It refers to
soldicrs struggling against adverse conditions,
but this may not be due to the price of the
land. Tt might be that charges are too high
at the present time, ond that a longer period
is required by the soldicrs in which to meet
their engagements. The arguments in sup-
port of the motion have been that the only
way to afford relief is by reducing the price
of the land. The difficulty might be over-
come by crdending the time or lowering the
annual payments without making sny redue-
tion in price. One of the greatest mistakes
the Government ever made was to reduce the
price of land. This hns been demonstrated
by the prices since paid for land, The value
put upon the land by the owners themselves
shows clearly that Parliament did wrong in
reducing the price to 15s, per acre.

The Minigter for Works: And sinece then
there has been nothing but ealls for reduction.

Hon. W. C. AXGWIN: We made it too
cheap. We put such a value on it that people
coneluded it was H¥lmost useless, and since
ther the Government have met with nothing
bot abuse for having lowered the price., In
conclusion, T have to express the hope that
the select committee will not take it from
memhbers of this House that it iz necessary
to introduce legislation to reduce the prices
of blocks on repurchased estates.

Hon. P. COLLIER {(Boulder) [5.46]: The
motion, apparently, is going to be carried
unanimously. T wish to draw attention,
however, to a point in connection with sol-
dier settlement in the South-West as dis-
closed by the information given to us by the
Premier to-day. It appears tbat in the case
of ome estate, the Cascade estate, the aver-
age cost of clearing was £23 3s. 4d. per acre.
The Premier tells us that in connection with
that estate the cost has heen written down
to £16 per acre, representing an actual loss
to the community of £7 per acre in tespeet
of that one estate. On the authority of Mr.
Heslketh, wha is admitted to be one of the
best judges of what land clearing omght to
cost in the South-West, as regards that por-
tion of the Caseade cstate which is heavily
timbered the cost should not exceed £10 per
acre, and in respect of that which is more
lightly timbered £3 per acre. On the whole,
says Mr. Hesketh, the cost of clraring the
Cascade estate shonld not be more than £8
rer acre. He further stated that he himself
would be prepared to do the clearing for an
average price of £8 per acre.

Hon. W, C. Apgwin: He said that after
the work had been done.
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Hon. P. COLLIER: Yes. There has been
gomething radieally wrong in connection with
the administration of this work when we
find that already, before operations have com-
menced, the value of the land has fo be
written down by such a sum as £7 per acre.

The Premier: That is only a few acres.

Hon. P. COLLIER: I understood the Pre-
mier to say that the writing down referred to
the Cascade estate.

The Premier: Yes, but there are only a
few acres.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The blocks run from
30 to 40 acres up to 100 and 150 aeres. Does
not the area cleared amount to 30 or 40
acres per block on the average®

The Premier: I have mot my notes here.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Premier tells ua
that the question of writing down the eost
of clearing on other estates is under consid-
eration.

The Premicer: They were cleared by day
labour.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Somehody is respon-
sible. There has been absolute maladminis-
tration.

The Premier: Not maladministration.

Hon. . COLLIER: Well, incompetency,
shocking incompetency. Somebody is re-
spongible. Are the officers who controlled
that work stili in the Government serviee,
and are they continning to exercise control
in conneetion with the clearing of other es-
tates? If so, where are we going to land
ourselves? The country is going to be sad-
dled with enormous losses in this connee-
tion, if we find ourselves in sueh a position
already. The state of affairs that has been
revealed is absolutely shocking. T want to
take this, the earliest opportunity of enter-
ing my protest against the fact that the
matter has not been disclosed to the publie
earlier. There has been a writing down of
£7 per acre ag far back as May last, and
here in Septoember, for the first time, the
House and the country are made acquainted
with the faet. Such an important action as
the writing down of values to that extent
should have been made known to the public
promptly. We are accustomed to read in the
newspapers day after day of the most tid.
dley-winking, unimportant aections of Min-
isters: how the Minister for Works goes to
Doodlakine or somewhere to open a hall, and
how the Colonial Seecretary goes to Bruce
Rock for some similar purpose. Why should
we get news of all the unimportant move-
ments of Ministers in those twopenny-half-
penny matters, and have an action of such
importance withheld from us? Al those lit-
tle things are made known to the whole
public, but apparently the Government eon-
sider that the writing down of estates in the
South-West to the extent of £7 per aere
does not concern the public.

The Premier: It is not the writing down
of an estate, but of the clearing.

Hon. P. COLLIER: The Premier tells us
that the writing down was done in May last.
However, no enterprising Minister was anx-
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ious to convey that information to the pub-
lie. T remember the time when the present
Minister for Works stormed and raged and
fumed uvp and down these benches because
of what he characterised as the secret actions
of Ministers. Why were we operating se-
cretly, he asked. 1 want to protest against
the naction of Ministers in withholding from
the public all information concerning such
an important administrative act as this.

The Premier: Do you mean to say that
we ought to have published each name in the
newspapers?

Hon. P. COLLIER: Not at all. A mere
paragraph would have sufficed. A few lines
would have served to inform the public that,
owing to representations made, and after
due inquiry, the Government had decided to
write down the clearing costs on the Cascade
estate from £23 per acre to £16. I am foreed
to the conclusion that there was some motive
in withholding that information from the
public.

The Premier: What is the motivet

Hon. P. COLLIER: I do not krnow.

The Premier: Neither do L

Hon. P. COLLIFR: Why was not the in-
formation given to the public? The House
has a right to know. These facts have an
important bearing upon the policy of land
settlement in the South-West and upom the
immigration scheme,

The Premier: There is not going to be any
day labour clearing in the South-West so
far as I am concerned,

Hon. P. COLLIER: I is a question of day
labour?

The Premier: It was,

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is the exeuse.

Mr. Chesson: It was a matter of bad sup-
ervision,

Hon. . COLLIER: And there is not going
to be any mmore day labour clearing?

The Premicr: Not so far as I am com-
cerned.

Hon. P. COLLIER: After six years of
oflice the Government have diseovered that it
i3 a good thing to put into operation their
own policy us to day labour versus contract
work, it has taken them six months to dis-
cover that,

The Minister for Works: No. I Lave let
contracts for six years, and you know it

Hon. P. COLLIER. 1 am not going to
pursue that question on this motion, but I
hope the Premier will give the follest infor-
mation as to the writing down of thesc costs.

The Premier: I will submit a list to the
House.

Hon. P. COLLIER: Wg should have the
whole of the papers laid on the Table, and
mcmbers should have an opportunity of dis-
cussing the subjcet, which 13 of the utmost
importance in relation to the settlement of
the South-West.

The Premier: I will get a return prepared.

Hon, P, COLLIER: If we are up against
such a proposition as this at the very outset
of onr career in eloser settlement of the
South-West, where may we not land? It is
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no wonder that the State is going to leeward
If we have such a thing as £7 per acre being
thrown away in the cost of clearing. We are
teld now, by way of explanation, that this is
due to the fact of the work having been done
by day labour instead of by contract. I do
not know that that is so, and I do not admit
it; but, if it is se, why was the work done
by day labour? Why was this extra expense
incurred? Surely it should have been within
the knowledge of the Government and the
officers eoncerncd.  Those officers have had
expericnee of the cost of clearing in the
Bouth-West.  After years of experience of
the work they ought to know the most econo-
mical way of deing it—whether by hand lab-
onr or by traction, whether by day labour or
by contract. ivery phase of land clearing in
the South-West oupht to be well within the
knowledge of the departmental officers. If
they had the knowledge that day labour was
going to land them in these excessive costs,
what is their explanation of having the work
dene by day labour$

The Premier: It is not suitable work for
day labour, That is the truth of the matter,

Hon. P. COLLIER: If the Premier’s
statement is correct, how is it that the de-
Ppartment had the work done by day labour?

The Premier: It is very difficult to ex-
plain, but the soldiers were out of work. The
Eember for Collic (Mr. Wilson) explained

hat,
~ Hon. P. COLLIER: It would have been
better to put the soldiers on to road making
or some other kind of work, where the results
of their ineflicieney—if that is the explana-
tion—would not bhe for all time a burden
upon somchody else.

Mr. Lutey: Upon some other soldiers.

Hon. P. COLLIER: That would have been
something Jike a common-sense way of deal-
ing with thhe unemployed soldiers. T hone
the House will have an opportunity of dis-
cursing the whole question. I am quite satis-
fied that this is not the end of it, but enly
the Dbeginning,

The Premier: So am T satisfied,

Hon. P. COLLTER: Thiz House ought to
know of soeh things. It is a matter of grave
financial respongibility when' we arve already
cutting down elearing costs by £7 per acre.
So far as one ean juidge, there is a good deal
more to follow before these men are placed
on a goundl hasis.

Mr. MONEY (Bunbury) [6.07: This mo-
tion, as worded, applies only to those repatri-
ated soldiers who are strugeling under ad-
verse counditions and must eventually relin-
quish their holdings owing to the heavy finan-
cial load they are asked to carry, unless some
permanent relief is given them in the near
futvre. I do not know whether the mover of
tha motion intended it to mean what it reads.

Mr. Wilson: He did.

Mr. MONEY: T am wondering how the
mover is going to find out who are the strue-
gline soldiers under this heavy load, without
havinr a preliminary inqniry to fix the list
that is to go before the select committee.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The subject is a very important one, probably
vital mot only to the interesis of the re-

turned soldiers but also te the interests
of the State; and I do not know
that it would not be wiser to delete
altogether the condition stated in  the
motion, and have a select committee
te report o the land settloment of

repatriated  soldiers in Western Australia.
It would be better for the reason that if we
pass the motion as it stands on the Notice
Paper, we proclaim to the world that there
are a lot of men who must relinquish their
holdings unless they are given permanent re-
Yief. How many of them are in that position?
It may be that a majority are in that posi-
tion; on the other hand, there may be only one
or two. The motion could be read as it was
desired to be read wherever it was to be used.
Where it was to be used for one purpose,
there would be a tremendous lot in it. On
the other hand, it could be read as though
there were not much in it.

Mr. Wilaon: They are doing this in the
Eastern States at the present time., There
are two committees sitting now.

Mr. MONEY: I do not know how the
seleet commitfee can make a list of those
who are dissatisfied repatriated soldiers. 1
do not see how they can get a list of the
men who must relinquish their holdings under
the ecireumstances indieated in the motion,
unless a preliminary inquiry be held.

Mr. Wilson: That is what this is for.

Mr. MONEY: I am only trying to make
the motion more reasonable and workable,

Mr. Wilson: You are not trying to make
it more involved?

Mr. MONEY: I am only trying to make
it satisfactory, I heard the Premier say that
he would submit a list of the amounts written
down. T have no doubt the Premier could
give a list showing what has been dome en
the whole of these estates.

The Premier: Very little clearing is dene
under the department; mest of it is done by
the men themselves.

Mr. MONEY: The motion would be made

more workable if all the words after
HUATF.?? were deleted. I move an amend-
ment—

That all the words after ‘‘ALF.’', in
line 5, be struck out.

The motion wonld then read: ‘‘That a seleet
committee be appointed to go into all phases
of the land settlement policy in regard to
repatriated soldiers of the AILF."!

Mr, WILSON (Collie—in replv) [6.4]: L
do not see the purpose of cutting out the
latter portion of the motion. What is the ob-
ject of it?

The Minister for Mines: Tt will allow you
to inquire into every phase of soldier settle-
ment.

Mr. Mann: Tt gives you brooder powers.

Mr, WILSON: I will not aceept the
amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
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Question, as amended, put and passed.

l_3allot taken and a select committee ap-
pointed, consisting of Messrs. Carter, Den-
ton, Corboy, Underwood and the mover (Mr.
Wilson), with power to call persons and
papers, to sit on days over which the House
stands adjourned, and to report on 12th
October,

BILL—BROOME HILL, RACECOURSE.

Returned from the Council without amend-
ment.,

BILL—PUBLIC EDUCATION ACTS
AMENDMENT.

" TReceived from the Council and read a first
ime.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

MOTION—RAVENSTHORPE SMELTERS,
PRIVY COUNCIL APPEAL,

Debate resumed from 31st August on the
following motion by Mr. Corboy—

_That in the opinion of this House the de-

cision of the Government, as publicly an-
nounced, to appeal to the Privy Couneil
ageinst the decision of the High Court of
Australia in the matter of McNeil and
Bernales versus the Crown is unwarranted,
and should not be proceeded with.

The MINISTER FOR MINES (Hon. J.
Seaddan—Albany) [7.35]: I first desire to
respectfully ask the House to extend to me
sympathy in my position, for it is my first
effert to deal with a question which is essen-
tially one of law. If, therefore, I make re-
ferenee to pointa which might be termed
within the Jaw, bpt are not guite in aecord-
anee with what members may feel is the
actual position, I hope the House will at
least have sympathy with me, remembering
that I have no knowledge of law. T want to
give the House an understanding of the ques-
tion. To do that I must recite briefly some of
the facts relating to the smelting of ore in
the Ravensthorpe distriet. It will be within
the knowledge of some members that many
years ago, prior to the war, the Governinent,
at the request of those who were operating
ore in the district, obtained a leage of the
Havensthorpe smelter, It may be as well
to explain that the Ravensthorpe smelter was
erected by a company that expended rome-
thing like £300,000 and then failed. After
failing, they sold up, and eertain persons pur-
chased their interest for a mere song, the
total amount paid being, I fancy, some £3,000.
Tt was then suggested that the Government
wmight take over the smelter and treat for the
public. The purchasers of the smelter, offered
to us for £50,000 what they had obtained for
£3,000. We were not buying, but in the
interests of the distriet, and because the new
gompany were not able to operate the smel-
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ter, and for the further reason that a number
of small mine owners were dependent on the
smelter, we conceived that it would be in the
interests of the State and of the distriet if
we leased the smelter, which we did. The
conditions on which, prior to the war, we
decided to treat, were that we would purchase
the ore at agsay values, treat for our cus-
tomers on a definite basis, fixing in our regu-
lations eharges for treatment, and returning
to them the market rate for standard copper
as published from time to time in the ‘* West
Augtralian.?’’ The price fixed for the treat-
ment costs was 30s. per ton and 3s. 6d. per
unit of copper. We had to take all the risk
in regard to losses in treatment and in
realisation, and in order to cover ourselves
we were to retain any difference between the
prices realised for standard eopper and for
clectrolytic copper. Also we were to retain
the ore, the result of the surplus metals. That
was accepted as quite satisfactory by alfl in
the district, But scon after the war began,
in July of 1915, the department, through the
Minister, was not satisfied that it was in the
Dest interests of the State to continue the
conditions which had applied when things
were normal; because copper cculd be no
longer exported, and it was unknown what
the price might be, while the cost of treat-
ment was sharply rising. There was no over-
sea market for copper, and even if export had
been permitted there was difficulty in ob-
taining shipping. So we notified the ore pro-
ducers that the old conditions would no
longer prevail. As I say, up till then we had
been treating on a basis of 30s. per tom,
and 3a. 6d3. per unit of copper. Everyhody
knew that prior to the change actually taking
place the costs had so increased that we co}lld
not continue at those prices without making
a heavy loss.

Mr. O’Loghlen: What loss did you show?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: For the
present T cannot say, Howcver, the Leader of
the Opposition waa then Minister for Mines,
and he will be able to advise the hon. mem-
ber.

Mr. Corboy: The loss was nearly £13,000,
buk the officers assured the then Minister that
it was not £3,000,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Up to
that time loss had acerned on the operations,
and so the Minister for Mines decided it was3
not desirable to treat on the same basis.

Mr, Corboy: The Minister did not decide
that. Read the file.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon
member wil have an opportunity to put me
right when he replies, In July, 1915, a new
regulation was made. It was the intention
of the Minister for Miunes that from that date
we should ¢ontinue to treat ore in the Rav-
ensthorpe district on the basis that we would
return the full result of realisation, and
charge our customers with the actual cost of
operations; that is to say, neither profit nor
loss to be made by the department.

Hon. P. Collier: That was the attitude 1
adopted all through the piece.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is so.
As 1 explained just now, when at the outset
the Minister decided to treat Ravensthorpe
ore for all parties, he did it on the basis of
purehasing at assay values selling at the
prices published in the ‘‘West Ausrtalian’’
and retaining to himself the difference be-
tween realisation on standard copper and on
electrolytic copper, and retaining also the sur-
plus metals. After the declaration of war,
wlhen the cost of treatment rose sharply in
consequence of the inereased cost of all com-
modities, a loss aeerued. It does not matter
now whether the Joss was small or great, or
whether the Minigteyr knew the actual loss.
New regulations were' promulgated, and were
approved by the Minister. If the hon. mem-
ber suggests that the Minister did not agree
to that change—

Mr. Corboy: He did agree, and wanted to
do what you say, but the officers did not back
him up.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I want
hon.- members to understand that when the
c¢hange took place it was very violent.
Previously the treatment eharges had been
fixed at 30s. per ton, and 3s. 6d. per unit
of copper, and there was acerning to the
department the difference in the prices of
standard and of electrolytic copper, and all
the base metals. When the change took
place there was a distinet understanding in
the minds of the Minister and of the
customers of the smelters that the change
wag brought about in order to return to
them the full realisation of the treatment
of their ore withont loss either to them or
to the department. 'That is evidenced hy
the faect that from that date until this dis-
pute arose, the differemce in the price ob-
tained for standard and electrolytic copper
was returned to tbe customer as well as all
the value of the surplus metals.

Mr. Corboy: The difference in the price
was.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Certainly.
The hon. member, therefore, cannot deay
thnt if such were done and we still adhered
to the pre-war price of 30s. per ton for
treatment, the department was deing not
only a foolish but an insane thing.

Mr., Corboy: It did.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It did not.
If the department were giving up what they
were previoualy retaining to make good
any difference between the cost of treat-
ment and the price of standard and electro-
lytic copper, retaining mnothing at all, it
would have been an insane thing. In the
Mines Department as well as in the mind
of the Minister was a desire to continue to
treat and to give customers the result of
the operations without loss or gain to the
department. That went on for a period.
Then a number of campaigns were con-
duected, and it is supgested now that the
eustomers in Ravensthorpe had no know-
ledpe that it was intended to levy apainst
them the total cost of treatment. To state
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that is to say something that was not in
the mind of any single individual.

Mr. Corboy: Yes, it was.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I know of
iy own knowledge that at the outset of this
action when the parties were approaching
the Government, they bad pinned their
faith to obtaining damages because of what
they termed undue costs in treatment.

Mr. Corboy: It is a question of
inefficiency.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They
submitted their claim on the basig that the
manager had failed to produce economi-
cally, that he had allowed the cost to go up
to sueh an extent that they could elaim
against him for wilful waste.

Mr. Corboy: Was not that the cost of
realisation

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No, That
wag their first elaim. As proof of this we
offered to allow the matter to be submitted
te arbitration by any smelting maunager or
authority in Australia appointed by the
petitioners. The basis was that the smelt-
ing had been done wagtefully, I kpow of
this because T had something to de with it.

Mr. Corboy: I shall read the whole of the
correspondence when you have finished and
we shall see whether you are right.

The MINISTER IFOR MINES: If the hou.
member takes the files of the Crowu Law
Department, he will find that we were
negotiating with the parties on that basis,
We wanted to get a decision as to whether
wasteful methods had been adopted in the
amelting. There was only one authority to
decide that, namely a man with a know-
ledge of smelting practice under the ~on-
ditions prevailing. We offered to decide
the question by such an authority.

Mr. Corboy: Give the details of your
offer.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I shall not
read any details.

MY. Corboy: Of course not.

Mr. SPEAKER: Ordar! The hon. member
must not interrupt.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am stat-
ing what I know actunally happened. The
matter was submitted to me =as Minister
and I decided that, if it were shown the
department had been wasteful in their
methoda and that the eustomers had lost in
consequence, we¢ should suffer damages.
There was only one way of deing it. No
court counld decide that. It could be de-
cided only by a smelting anthority going
into the whole question as to whether waste-
ful methods had been adopted. The peti-
tieners shifted their ground eventoally. The
papers were asked for and supplied. The
whole of the papers were supplied, even
those which in ordinary commercial practice
would have been withheld, namely the ex-
pressions of opinion between the manager
and the directors as to the course to be
adopted, Whatever might be read into the
correspondence between the manager, Mr,
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Shepherd, and the State Mining Enrgineer,
it does mot alter the fact that during the
whole of the period up to the time aetion
was taken in the court, the peaple had becn
supplied not only with a voucher setting out
the preliminary advances but with balance
sheets showing how the charges were levied
againgt them. If the -customers now urge
they were not aware that they were being
charged for the extra cost of smelting, and
if the balance sheets which were snbmitted
at their request can be produced displaying
how the charges were made up, is it a fair
thing te suggest that they were not aware
of this at the outset of the first campaign
after the now regulation was adopted? How
eomes it that, if the customers believed they
were £till going to be charged pre-war costs
for smrelting—30s. per ton— and had actually
accepted without question the surplus metals
as well as the difference in the prices of
standard and electrolytic copper, they did
not accept the voucher but asked for a bal-
ance-sheet? Why did they want a balance
ghect if they were going te be charged on the
basis of 30s. per ton for treatment? The
whole thing is absurd. An action was
brought in the court and the claim was
turned from one of wasteful methods of
treatment and loss to the customers to ome
of fraud. The whole business has been so
permeated with the idea that fraud existed
in the department that the coorts, in our
belief, have given morc credence to the
question of fraud than to the actual facts
of the case. So strong was the evidence
that when the Full Court heard the appeal
they levied only one-third of the costs for
the trinl. They did not prove that there
had been fraud.

Mr. Corboy: The judges stated so in their
judgments.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: I do not
eare ahont that. They stated other things
as well

Hon, W. C. Apgwin: Judges are not al-
ways corroct.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Of course
not. If this Parliament is going to adopt
the attitude sugpgested by the member for
Yilgarn (Mr. Corboy), it means that we, as
laymen, are going to place ourselves in the
position of the judiciary, We are going
to decide matters which are essentially mat-
tern for the courts, Thus we would be in-
terfering with the courts of justice, which is
quite an wundesirable thing te do. Arising
out of this casc is n matter which may in-
volve the taxpayers in very heavy damages.
I have no feclings in the matter, but I do
desire that the ease should be decided on its
merits. The question of law is one for the
Crown Law Department and the department
has considered it. I am in a position of
trust and T would not be justified in taking
any course of action which wonld involve
the taxpayers in damages amounting te auy-
thing up to £80,000 so long as there is a
court of law to decide the issue. Neither
has any member of this House a right to take
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such action, not even in the interests of his
own electors.

Mr. MacCallum Smith: Did not the acting-
Premier agree?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: No; but
I do not eare if he did.

Mr. Pickering: Justice is the main issue,
ig it not?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, and
there are courts of law to see that justice is
done hetween individuals as well as between
the State and individuals, Parliament is
eacentially a body ereated for the purposc of
making laws. In order to see that the laws
are administered, courts are established,
with judges holding positions for life so that
they shall not be subjeet to outside influence.
Under the British Constitution there is a
Privy Council to whom any person might
make a final appeal.

Mr. Lutey: Provided he has the finaneial
means to get there.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That does
not enter into the present case at the moment,
If it is argued that we have no right to go
to the Privy Conncil beeause a judge of our
own court as well as the Full Court of Austra-
lia derided against us, I need only wrge the
case of the powellising agreement where ox-
artly the same thing applied. In that case
we went to the Privy Couneil and the Privy
Couneil roled against both the other courts.
Do members consider that the Government,
strongly advised as they are by the Crown
Law authorities, and supported by the best
of outside adviee, should take the respon-
sibility of ignoring that advice and Qisre-
garding the points of law involved and hand
over £80,000 of the taxpayers’ money?

Mr. Corboy: The Crown Law advice was
so good that you bave had to amend the
appeal.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I thought
the hon. member would come to that. He is
s0 well informed of the position that he has
heen supplied by ®ir Walter James with the
terms of the application.

Mr. Corboy: L have not seen Sir Walter
James,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It could
only have come through him,

Mr. Corboy: It did not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member has been supplied with a copy of the
terms of the application. An ex parte ap-
Tigation to the Privy Council does not require
us to submit details of the application to
the other side, but in order to be absolutely
fair and just, the terms of the proposed ap-
plieation to the Privy Council were submitted
to our opponents to enable them to undler-
stand our position thoroughly.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Do you know that there
is a defeet in the application?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: There is
what the other side ¢laim to be a defect,
In ex parte applications it i3 not the practice
to inform the other side, but in order to be
fair and above bhoard, we adopted this un-
usual course. All that is necessary in an
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application for leave to appeal to the Privy
Council is to state the facts to enable the
Privy Council Committee to decide on the
statement of facts. The Privy Council Com-
mittee will not stand any humbug. If there is
any humbug, so soon as the terms are made
known to the other party, they ean ask for the
application to be revoked with costs against
the applieant. There was no purpose in sub-
uwitting other than what we desired the Privy
Council Committee to consider. The motion
as moved by the member for Yilgarn, if
earried, would have the effect of withdrawing
our application for leave to appeal which
costs the Covernment practically nothing and
costs our opponents nothing at all. Our ap-
plication only permits the facts to be estab-
lished before the Privy Council Committee,
and the Committee deeide whether there are
grounds for appealing against the decision
of the Full Court. If it is decided that there
ig ground for appeal the hon. member himself
will admit we have adopted the right course
iu asking leave to appeal. Tf the Privy Coun-
eil decide against us we have to take the
position as we find it and disgorge anything
up to 80,000 of the taxpayer's money. 1 do
not think it ean be suggested that the House
should take any action that would prevent an
appeal going forward and absolutely tie the
hands of the Government. The hon. member
knows that so long as the case i3 open the
Govoernment e¢an negotiate with .the other
side for a settlement. If our book is closed,
by the adoption of thiz meotion, we can no
longer negotiate with these people. We shall
be faced with the position of having te settle
to the last penny on the deeision arrived at
by the court, irrespective of whether or not
it is just in the interests of the general tax-
payer that we shonld do so. I do not think
any hon. member would desire that. What-
ever may bhe Llic merits of the case up to this
point no damaze has been done to anyone.
There is an opportunity in the interim of
negotiations proeceding. and of the matter
being scttled on a basis which will not only
be just to the other side, but also to the
general taxpayer.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Have you negotiated?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: We have
heen negotiating. Tf the onponents to the
general taxravera ean indoee this House to
agree to the motion, knowing the possibility
ot such a course being adapted, they will not
negotiate to any final eonclusion. They have
not come along with that frankness which is
desirable if negotiations are to be proceeded
with to a final issue.

Mr, Stubbs: Would arbitration be cheaper?
The MINISTER FOR MINES: Arbitra-
tion was offered when it was first submitted

that damaces were being elaimed acainst the
Government hecause of wasteful treatment.

Mr. Corbav: The Minister refuses to sup-
ply the details of the offer.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member knows them.
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AMr. Corboy:
them,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The House
can get them if it wants them. [ am not
trying to establish the ease for the Govern-
ment, or to belittle the case of our opponents.
We should not set ourselves up as a court of
appeal upon an action which must be decided
on points of law by coorts established for
that purpose. If the motion is carried we can
neither negotiate for a settlement on any
other terms than those decided by the court,
nor proceed te an appeal.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Has the State made
any profit out of the business?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The State
has made a loss, and it is dcsired to make
the loss a greater one. The smellers were
established for the benefit of the distriet and
for that alone, ag the Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows. It was not intended that the
State should henefit by the operations of the
amelters at Ravensthorpe. Whether the man-
agement has Leen perfect or not, whether it
has failed in one direction or ancther, does
not matter for the moment. When the nego-
Hations between the manager and the State
Mining Engineer were discovered, and the
idea got about that fraud was attempted,
our opponents shifted their ground from the
question of mismanagement to one of fraud,
and claimed damages on that basis. The
High Court consisting of Sir Adrian Knox,
Mr. Justice Isaaes, and Mr, Justice Starke,
said, in the course of their judgment—

The petitioners launched a charge of
fraud which, though established, is irrele-
vant to the question to be decided. The
question of fraud which has occupied by
far the greater portion of the time and has
involved the greatest extent of this litiga-
tion is entirely necligible from a legal
standpoint. At the same time it cannot
now be entirely ignored.

Mr. Corboy: They say it is negligible, be-
eause vou are appealing under the Crown
Suits  Act,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The hon.
member is now introdocing a side issue.
There were certain points of law which are
set down in our statute, One of the laws on
the statute hook is that certain things under
the Crown Swits Aect eannot be dealt with by
the court, Tt is not a questior. of whether
we are claimino under the Crown Suits Act
or not. Our petitioners have always been able
to elnim wnder petition of right. What is the
nse of talking abont the Crown Suits Actf A
claim can be made under a petition of right
at any time. A different procedura had to be
adnpted.

Mr. Corboy: You are not giving the real
renanns concerning the charge of fraud.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
bher will have the richt of reply.

The MTNISTER FOR MINES: If it is
desired that the interests of the taxpayers
shall be conserved. as well as those of the
retitioners, this motion should be defeated.
An application for leave to appeal is en-

The House does not know
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tirely different from an actual appeal. Ne-
gotiations ean proceed even after such an ap-
plication has been made, and perhaps a satis-
factory coneclusion may be arrived at. Under
the regulations of February, 1914, the Gov-
ernment are the purchasers of the ore. T will
read an extract—

The Government was a purchaser of the
ores on assay value at the London market
price of standard copper, less 30s. per ton
of ore (a flat rate) and 3s. 6d. per unit of
copper and six per cent. of gold, on a
sliding scale in vespect of each parcel of
ore purchased.

There are two classes of ore coming forward,
one of which is practically only copper, and
the other containing copper and gold. Later
on an alteration was made by which after
an advance was given on the basis of the then
recognised price of copper, namely, £356 per
ton, the balance was pooled. It would have
been unfair to have paid the full value of
the gold countents, namely, £4 per standard
ounce, to thoge to whom advances had
been made and that they should also have
taken part in the distribution of the balance
under the pooling system, While we were ad-
vancing against the ore on the basis of about
£56 per ton of copper, and were charging
30a. per ten for treatment, the value of cop-
per went up to £138, We returned the full
value of the £138, less the cost of realisation
and less the inereased cost of treatment, and
the difference between standard and electro-
Iytic copper, as well as the value of the other
metals. It will thus be understood that it
would have been totally unfair that the
Government, who were conducting the bosi-
negs in the interests of the distriet, shouold
continue to charge only 30s. per tom for
treatment when the value of copper had

gone up and the cost of recovery had in--

creased beyond pre-war prices, Although to
a certain extent we remaincd purchagers of
the ore we said, ‘' We will purchase your ore
and make advances to you, on the prices pub-
lished in the ‘¢ West Australian,’ but we will
make no profits and merely act as your
agents. Whatever is cventuvally realised will
go to you less the cost of treatment.’’ The
evidence given by men who were partly in-
terested in the final settlement, such as Mr.
Reynolds, and two others, was definite, to the
extent that in their minds there was no other
idea than that they would be charged with
the total cost to the Government, ard that
they would get the full realisation of the
treatment less the charges. Mr. A. Dunsian,
the local manager at Ravensthorpe for Mr,
Neil MeNeil and Mr. de Bernales, was one of
"a depuntation which waited vpon the then
Minister, Mr. Hudson. This deputation ap-
proached the Minister on the subject of the
charges. They required to know whether
something could not be done to reduee them.
Why were they interested in the rednction of
the charges if these were not to be debited
against them? An association was formed
at Ravensthorpe for the purpose of finding
some means of reducing the cost of treat-
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ment at the smelters, this cost being debited
against them. When they had received an
interim advance, and a balance sheet show-
ing how the charges were made up and setting
forth what was que to them, they woke up
to the faet that the Government were charg-
ing more than 30s. per ton for treatment at
the smeliters, There ean be no doubt as to
what was in the minds of the Government
and what their intentions were. At the time
when the first vouchers for the first cam-
paign were issued, Mr. (R. T. Robinson, who
was Minister then, gave an interview to the
"West Australian’’ and the ‘‘Kalgoorlie -
Miner,’’ wherein he distinetly stated that
the charges then being levied for the purpose
of making advanees on the basis of the then
quoted price for copper were only interim
charges, and that the balance would be
levied upon final adjustments. This was
common knowledge, and the publications were
produced in court. The issue has largely been
cramped into the idea that there has been
fraud, and on that basis the courts have
given judgment. Evenr the judges of the
High Court drew attention to the fact that
almost the whole time had been taken wvp in
discussing the question-of fraud. The Crown
Law authorities arec of opinion that if some
jndieial mind, which was not so directly in-
terested in looking inte the question of fraud,
was brought to bear upon the matter. the
question of fraud wonld not enter into it to
the cxtent hitherto suggested. TIf the com-
mittee of the Privy Council, on the appli-
cation for leave to appeal, decide againat
the State, the matter is at an end. If it is
deeided there is sufficient to warrant the Gov-
ctnment in applying te the Privy Council, and
the Privy Council hears the case, and the
question of fraud is removed from the case,
the member for Yilgarn will surely adinit
that we have taken the right course. I do
noet want anyone to boc robbed, whether by
the Government or any other party, but I do
not waul to be a party to any action which
will eanse the ftate to disgorge a large sum
of money to individuals who must know 1has
they have ohtained every penny to which they
are entitled. -

Mr. Stubbs: Do you believe they have?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: I do, and
the court says sn, too.

Mr. Corboy: No, it does not.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: On the
charge of frawl, Mr. Justice Isaaes, in the
course of his judgment, said—-

One thing i3 certain, thai neither Mr.
Shepherd nor Mr. Montgomery had any
intention to deprive the petitioners of a
single penny to which, in the judgment
of those aofficers, they were entitled.

Not a single peuny! Further, in view of
the fact that the them Minister for Mines
kad published in the newspaper cirenlating
in the district a definite statement put up by
him to those genilemen, that they would be
charged the actual cost of treatment and
realisation, there never conld bave been the
slightest intention on the part of any of
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the offivials to defraud. Whatever methods
were eventually arrived at For the purpose
of settling the claimn, fraud could never have
been introduced, for the reason that the
Government did not at any time make a
single penny out of the transaction, but, in
the interests of the district, lost a good deal
over it. If it could be shown that the Gov-
ernment had obtained from any customer
of the State smelter a peany to which they
are not justly entitled, or even if it conld
be shown that the Guvernment had made
any profit out of any customer of the State
smelter, then it might justly be said that
the Government ought to diagorge. The
fact, however, is that the Government made
a losa, We did not, as the Leader of tbe
Opposition well knows, go to Bavensthorpe
to make money by means of a smelter. We
carried on at a loss for years in order to
assist the industry there, The Government
having wade a loss, is it & fair thing that
because of correspondenee between the
manager of the smelter and the State
Mining Engincer, correspondence which wag
not aeted upon at all, the petitioners should
establish a ease of fraud against the Gov-
ernment, and should thereupon require the
taxpayers of this State to pay them £80,000
more?

Mr, Corboy :
acted upon.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It was not,

Mr, Corboy: The point is immaterial, any-
how.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The pre-
Iliminary voucher, upon wiich the advances
were made before a final settlement conld
take place, showed a charge of 30s,

Mr. Corboy: The realisation charge was
boosted in the correspondence.

The MINISTER TFOR MINES: I have
here a notice which was posted at Ravens-
thorpe by the manager of the smelter, and
which reads as follows:—

The State Mining Engineer has wired
instruetions to furnisk your association
with detailed balance sheet resuits of the
third emelting campaign, which ended in
June, 1916. 1 have pleasure in enclosing
them herewith, and should the members
of your association be desirous of further
information re same, both the accountant
and myself will be pleased to mcet the
association and give them such informa-
tion a8 is available, (Sgd.) Richard
Shepherd, Manager State Smelting Works.

And here is the balance sheet, which ap-
pears on page 234 of the cxhibits in the
appeal book,

Mre. J. Thomson : What is the use of
bringing al) that wp now? The judges have
decided against it,

That correspondence was

The MINISTER FOR MINES: They
have not done anything of the sort. They

have merely given special attention to the
charge of fraud. The Government are
interested from this point of view, that we
are not entitled to take from any person,
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be he a customer of the State smelter or
anything else, what is not our just due, and
that, on the other hand, no individual is
entitled to take from the tuxpayers £50,000
or any other sum of money unless he is en-
titled to it. Tbe petitioners claim that the
Government had no right to charge them
more than 30s. per ton. We have provided
the petitioners with a balance sheet show-
ing dislinctly how the charge was made up,
including the extra cost of smelting above
the 308. per ton. The petitioners raised no
objection; they aceepted tbat balance sheet,

Mr, Stubbs: Three judges have said that
wrong charges were made and covered up
by officers of the Mines Department.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That is
the point in connection with which the
charge of fraud was raised.

Mr. Corboy: What is the average realisa-
tion cost per unit}

The MINISTER FOR MTNES: The aver:
age realisation was 25.733s. per unit of
copper from that eampaign. The cost of
realisation does not matter.

Mr. Corboy: Tt docs matter; it is just the
peint in this ease,

The MINISTER FOR MINES: That bal-
ance sheet was in the possession of the
petitioners., There was nothing hidden at
all. The cost of smelting in excess of the
30s.—although the 30s. is not mentioned—
is shown in that balance sheet. All of them
aceepted the balance sheet until Mr,
Dupstan eame alopg in the interests of
MeNeil and de Bernales and said the Gov-
ernment onght net to charge more than 30s.
per ton, Because of & certain feeling in the
minds of hon. members with rezard to
correspondence which took place between
the smelter manager and the State Mining
Engineer, surely they are not going to
mulet the taxpayers of the State in a
penalty of £80,000!

Mr. Corboy- That is not the point.

The MINTSTER TOR MINES: The hon,
member’s vourse of action could only have
that end.

Mr. J. Thomson: You know very well that
the amount is mot £80,000. I told you the
other day:

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Corboy: You know that the £50,000
includes something else.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Let me
put it another way, and say, ‘‘ Anything up
to £80,000.7°

Mr. JJ. Thomson: Tt will he £30,000 yet.

The MINTSTER TFOR MINES: Y want
hon. members to get out of their minds any
fecling which exists on that point. If the
Government have to pay anything on aceount
of wrong-doing of any members of the Pub-
lic Service, they will call those public ser-
vants to account.

Mr. Pickering: Buot those publie servants
cannot pay it.
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The MINISTER FOR MINES: We are
not going to mulet the taxpayers of this
State in £80,000 because some public servants
have done wrong. I challenge contradiction
when I say that MeXNeil and de Bernales have
received every penny they are entitled to re-
ceive from the State smelter. :

Mr. Stabbs: In accordance with the regu.
lations? .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Here is the
regulation—

16. The marketable products of smelting
of any ore or metal-bearing materia! pre-
sented to the smelting works for purchase
will be sold by the Minister at his dis-
cretion as opportunity offers, and any bal-
ances remaining from the sale of such
products after payment of all the expenses
incurred by the Government on account of
the purchase, recciving, and treatment of
such ore or material, and the shipment and
gelling of the products therefrom, inclusive
of interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per
annum calenlated from day to day from the
time of payment of such expenses up to the
date of the final payment of the balances
to the sellers, will be paid, in final com-
pletion of the purchase of such ore or
material, to the sellers thereof in propor-
tion to the percentages which the values
of the separate lots form of the total value

of all the lots smelted from which the afore-

said products have heen derived, caleulat-

ing snch values on the prices assumed as

above for the purpose of making advances,
The amount of the advances was on the
hasis of £50 per ton of standard copper, 80s.
per oz. of fine gold, and 2s. per oz. of fine
silver.

Mr. J. Thomson: Downing rcad that to the
judges.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am not
trving to convince membera of this House
as if they were a jury. I am not dealing with
the merits of the case at all, I am trying to
convinee the House that any other eourse of
aetion than that of permitting this applica-
tion for leave to appeal, if the hon. member
knows the distinction

Mr. .J, Thomsen: I know it.

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: Any other
course will mean allowing the petitioners to
go to the Privy Council, while the Government
of this Siate withhold their case from the
Judicial Committec of the Privy Couneil,
who will decide on an ex parte application.
One cannot possibly negotiate with the other
side while the petitioners have, according to
what one hears at street corners, a great prob-
ahility of Parliament preventing the appeal
from going forward.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I hope the House will
have more sense.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The motion
practically asks the House to tie the hands
of the Government in the matter of this
appeal. There is no use our going to our
opponents with proposals for a settlement
if this motion is earried. Surely mnobody
would adopt a course of action which will
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Place the Government in such & position. I
am sure the member for Yilgarn (Mr. Cor-
boy) would be the last to do such a thing.
As to the question of fraud, we need not
warry ourselves at this stage. As to the
question of the methods of the departmental
officers, those officers will answer for them at
the proper time; but no man has a right to
be called guilty until he has been charged,
and has been heard in his own defence.

Mr. Corboy: Their methods are highly
doubtful, whichever way the verdict goes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: If any
questionable practices have been adopted by
the departmental officers, those officers will
have to answer for them. They understand
that quite well. As a matter of fact, Mr,
Montgomery was presented with that position
when the negotiations began, and when it was
suggested that the Government might com-
promise, Mr. Montgomery, notwithstanding
how the matter might affcet him, declined to
give his approval to the Government making
a compromige by the payment of s single
penny, for the reason, presumably, as stated
by Mr. Justice Isaacs, that there is not the
slightest doubt in the mind of anybedy wheo
has looked into the matter that Mr. Mont-
gomery had not the least intention of de-
frauding anyone.

Mr. J. Thomson: Nobody thinks it.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Hon. mem-
bera are urging it as a reason for not going
on with this appeal.

Mr. J. Thomson: No.

Mr. Corboy: Will you continue the quota-
tions from the judgment?

The MINTSTER FOR MINES: I have not
got it.

Mr. Corboy: Very well: T will do so later.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am not
completely briefed.

Mr. Corboy: That is not fair,
be completely briefed.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I am not
going to he bricfed in this matter.

Mr. Corhoy: You should be.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It is not
a matter regarding which I ghould be briefed.
I will mot deal with it in all its bearings
from a legal standpoint; I could not de it.
I am dealing with it from the standpoint of
equity. It would be very easy for me to
arrange the malter by paying the amoumt
and spreading the payment over a number of
years, thus securing a little peace from those
who now criticise. 1 will not pursue that
easy line of action. Are we to pay officizls
of the Crown Law Department hich salaries
for their adviee and then deliberately neglect
to foilow their recommendations, which leave
no room for doubt as to their opinion of the
legal position?

Mr, J. Thomson: What did the judges say
about it?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: What did
they say in the powellising case?

Mr. J. Thomson: That was the only in-
stance.

You should



766

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Even
though it Le the only case, that appeal went
against the judges of the High Court.

Hon. P. Collier: What about the three
cases Ryan took to the Privy Council and
won?

Mr. J. Thomson: But he was a lawyer.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It should
not influence the House in the slightest de-
gree to what extent the Governmment go to
prove their claims, if the Government be-
lieve they are entitled to take this action, An
apreal to the Privy Council i8 open to the
individual, just as it is open to the State.
We have no right to give up the case when
our legal advisers definitely recommend that
we should pursee the course suggested. The
application that the member for Yilgarn sceks
to rrevent, is merely one for leave to appeal
The applieation does not put the petitioners
te any expensc whatever, and it will mean
comparatively little expense to the Govern-
ntent. It will enable the Judieizl Committee
of the Privy Council, howover, to look into
the ease and say whether it is right that there
should be an appeal.

Mr. J. Thomson:
peal. .
The MINISTER FOR MINES: What the
member for Claremont has not heard in the
West Australian Club is not worth hearing
about this case! This application is for
leave to appeal, and it will enable the Privy
Council to form an impartial judgment as to
whether there is just ground for an appeal.
Would the member for Claremont adopt any
other course than that suggested?

Mr. J. Thomson: Yes.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Although
it costs the petitioners nothing?

Mr. Corhoy: Tt costs a lot indirectly.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: In order
to be perfectly fair to the other party, we
supplied them with a copy of the case we
intended to submit te the Privy Counecil.
There was no need to do that, but we did so
in order to be fair and just to the petition-
erg, and 1 suppose they may have gone to
scme expense to deal with the case.

Mr. Corboy: I wag not referring to that
aspect, but fo the people whose position rests
on this decision. .

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The House
ghould consider carefully the position
between the Government and the petition-
ers and alse the interests of the general
taxpayers, and decide whether they will
take a course that will prevent the Govern-
ment’s intentions being carried out. Tf the
motion be carried, the hands of the Govern-
ment will be tied and we will not be able to
do anything. .

Mr. Pickering: You would not permit
that, even if we carried the motion.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
know about that.

Mr. Stubbs: We bave Constitutional Gov-
ernment.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: The House
should wnderstand tbat if it is decided that

There has been an ap-
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the appeal shall be withdrawn, it will be with-
drawn., Cabinet, of course, would have to
decide, but I do not think we would aecept
a responsibility that no longer would rest
with us, in view of the decision of the House.
The Crown Law officials advise this course
and in view of the fact that we have previously
obtained a decision from the Privy Couaecil
against the High Court of Australia—and I
gsuppose we shall do so again—we should pro-
ceed with the application for leave to appeal,
rather than take the responsibility of hand-
ing over £30,000 of the general taxpayer’s
money to these people,

Mr. J. Thomson: Why say £80,000 all the
time?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Claremont must cease interrnpting.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I have
said that it may mean anything up. to
£80,000., We do not know what it will be;
it may be more. The fact remains that it
will be up to £80,000 of the taxpayers’
money, For which they have got nothing.

The Minister for Works: They never
wanted anything.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: More than
that, it will mean £80,000 plug what was lost
on carrying on operations for a seetion of
the community in the distriet affeeted, and
the rest of the taxpayers bave already paid
that differcucc between the amount the pro-
duct renlised and the cost of the realisation.

Mr. J. Thomson: 1Jid you not have a con-
ference the other day?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Yes, but
there will be no finality to these conferences
unless this inotion be defeated. The parties
will go on in the hope that finally the House
will earry the motion, thc applieation for
leave to appeal will be withdrawn, and the
petitioners ean claim the momey. I hope
they will be disappointed. T will not
deal with the matter any further, although
I have evidence before me from interested
parties, who, if this claim were allowed,
would reap the benefit, because they have
claims as well; yet they were courageous
enough to go into court and say what they
believed, and what everyone else in the dis-
triet believed too, namely, that we were not
to make profits nor yet losses and that they
had been treated on that bagis. The member
for Yilgarn said that there was some money
beld in suspense that should be distributed.

Mr. Corboy: No, I did not say that. T
asked the Premier last session what the
amount was and he refused to supply the
figures.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I will sup-
ply them. The operations of the State
smelters commenced during 1914, the pay-
ments to sellers of ore and working eXpences
being a charge to the General Loan Fund
under which a vote was granfed by Parlia-
ment. Subsequently, provisions were made
under the Sale of Govermment Property
Trust; then a suspense account was opened
in the Treasury books and that is still being
operated upon. The expenditure transac-
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tions were as follows, leaving out the shil-
lings and pence:—1914-15, General Loan
Fund, £63,436; 1915-16, General Loaz Fund,
£69,029; 1916-17, Sale of Government Pro-
perty Trust, £91,877; 1917-18, Sale of Gov-
erument Property Trust, £79,774; 1918-19
to 1920-21, Suspense account in  Treasury
books, £66,878, making a total of £375,998.
That was the amount found by the Govern-
ment, from these several accounts. The
total amount reeeived on account of the sale
of metals and credited in the Treasury books
up to the 30th June, 1921, was £346,038,
the details of the eredits being:—Sale of
Government  Property  Trust, £193,470;
amount transferred to revenue account, in-
terest on advances and cash expenditure,
also final payments on the third and fourth
campaigns, ineluded in the expenditare fig-
ures I have already mentioned, £19,393;
smelter receipts in suspense, £133,173, or a
total of £346,038. Of the £133,173, o sum
of £36,222 was transferred to the State
Smelter, Ravensthorpe Suspense Account
{Expenditure) in the Treasury books for the
carrying on of operations, leaving a balance
at the 30th June, 1921, of £96,951 fo the
credit of receipts in snspense, which, if not
required for similar operations, will be sub-
sequently transferred to the Sale of Govern-
ment Property Trust. The position is that,
to the 30th June, 1921, according to the
Treasury books, the payments to sellers and
working expenses execed the total reeccipts
by £29,957, which indicates that all the pro-
eeeds of sale have been disbursed. The
amount in question, namely, £96,951, being
a portion of the receipts I bave mentioned
altheugh in suspense, therefore belongs to
the Government.

Mr. Corboy: I cannot understand
thiose figures were refused last year.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I do not
know that they were.

Mr. Corboy: Yes, they were.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: I sup-
pose it may have been because it was thought
they were wanted in coanection with this
case

Mr. Corboy: What harm would it have
done? It would have helped your case, so
why should they have been refused?

The MINISTER FOR MINES: It would
not have helped the case at all. The Gov-
ernment in any legal action are entitled to
adopl the same attitude for their own pro-
tection that a private individual can adopt.
They would not adopt that attitede for the
protection of individuals on the Treasury
beach but in the interests of the general
itaxpayers, whose interests Ministers have to
conserve. We have no right to allow mem-
bers to ask questions to obtain information
to assist our opponents in their claim againsi
the general taxpayers. If a Government will
not shoulder the responstbility of such =a
line of action, they cannot be relied upon
to give proper consideration to the taxpay-
ers’ interests. That may have been the rea-

why
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son for withholding the figures last session.
In this case, we have treated ore for cus-
tomers in the Ravensthorpe district and have
paid out large sums on account of that ore
and now we are faced with a further claim
for some £80,000 on the ground of fraud
which i3 said to have arisem out of certain
correspondence between the manager and the
State Mining Engineer. We have not re-
ceived a single penny from those individuals,
and they have received something in excess of
what they were entitled to from the opera-
tiens of the State smelters. Despite this,
we are not, it is proposed, to be allowed to
take action in the interests of the general
taxpayers! To our opponents it may seem
hard, but the proper course was that sug-
gested in the earlier stages of the dispute,
namely, toe have the question settled by a
proper authority who would take inte con-

_ sideration the conditions arising out of the

war when these transactions were made.
Mr, J, Thomsou: Why was that not done?t
The MINISTER FOR MINES : Because

the hon. member was not Minister for

Mines, Attorney General and Ciown Pro-
secutor. ’

Mr., J. Thomson: I would have saved over
£80,000 had I been Minister for Mines.

The MINISTER FOR MINES: Of course

you wonld. I ask the House to seriously
consider this metion. 1f it be carried,
the effect will be to tie the hands
of the Government, the protectors of

the general taxpayers, in dJdealing further
with this matter. If it is desired by hon.
members that we should get the thing settled
at a price and on terms tbat will be satis-
factory to the general cownmunity, let them
give us the opportunity to do it. But do
not close the door in our faces.

Mr. Stubbs: Do you desire to settle it
amicably¥

The MINISTER FOR MINES: We do.
But we shall never get any settlement while
motions of this kind come before the House.
If the hon. member were contending against
the Government and were anxious to mako
a settlement without going to the Privy
Council, and if somebody eclse came along
with a motion te disallow application for
leave to appeal, wounld the hon. member,
while the motion was being considered,
agree to make any final arrangements with
us? Of course he would not, for the motion
would give him two strings to his bow; if
it were carried he could get all that he was
asking for. There can be no earnestness in
any conference called to negotiate this mat-
ter while the motion remains before the
House. e are merely taking a course
available to all other litigants, and I want
the House to defeat the motion so that we
may proceed to negotiate om a fair basis,
with our hands free.

On motion by Mr.
adjourned.

Marshall, debats
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MOTION—NARROGIN-DWARDA
RATLWAL.

To inquire by select committee.

Debate resumed from 31st August on the
following motion by Mr. Hickmott:—

That a select committee be appointed
to inquire into the advisability of con-
strueting the Narrogin-Dwarda railway,
and that all work on that line be sus-
pended pending report of committee.

Mr, JOHNSTON (Williams - Narrogin)
[8.48]: I protest against the action of the
Minister in stopping this railway, refusing
to give us any statement about it, and then
forcing me to speak without any information
as to the Government’s attitude to the
motion,

The Minister for Works: I was going to
give you all information, but you jumped
up and prevented me,

My, JOHNSTON: 1 did nothing of the
sort! This is consistent with the whyle
attitude of the Government in this matter,
that the Minister should force me to speak
when 1 have not full knowladgea.
l'1‘he Minister for Works: [ proteat against
this,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
ber is in order.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The Minister is forcing
me to speak first.

Mr. O’Loghlen: I will move an amend-
ment, so 2s to give you another chance.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I thank the hon, mem-
ber for that offer; I gladly accept it. The
member for Pingelly (Mr. Hickmott) when
moving the motion made out no case at all
in opposition to the railway. In the absence
of any indication from the Government as
to their policy on the question, there is very
Iittle for me to reply to. Nearly half this
ratlway runs through the electorate of the
member for Pingelly. During the last two
or thrce weeks I have been wondering
whether I am not a sort of assistant member
for Pingelly—judging by the oumber of
communications I have had from the
Pingelly clectgrate protesting against the
hon. member’s action. In the Dwarda dis-
trict is only one road board, the Wandering
Road Board. T have a letter from Mr.
Ernest H. Watis, 4 member of the Wan-
dering TRoad DBoard, who tells me that
on the 14th August that road board tele-
graphed Mr, Hickmott as follows—

Settlers here surprised your attitude re-
garding Dwarda-Narrogin railway. Con-
sider line essential to the interests of the
district. Respectfully ask you withdraw
vour motion. Irom the Wandering Road

Board.

Mr. Tickmeott: I also have had communi-
eations from the hoard, but not asking me
to withdraw the motion.

Mr. JOHNSTON: A lively interest in the
question is being taken in {he eastern part
of the eclectorate also, for I have had com-

Th2 hon, mem-
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munications from the hon. member's elect-
ors at Kondiniu and at Yealering Lake, pro-
testing against his action, which may pre-
vent them getting the benefit of reduced
freights of 19 miles to Perth and 32 miles
tn Fremantle, This railway when extended
to Armadale will bring Fremantle to within
117 miles of Narrogin, as ecompared with the
132 miles between Narrogin and Bunbury.

Mr. Money: The last advisory board’s re-
port does not ghow that,

Mr. JOHNSTON: The last advisory board
never saw the district. The Government
have admitted that.

My. Money: The railway people say that
if they had the line they would not use it,

Mr. JOHNSTON: I do not know how the
hon. member got that information. The
information we bave had in the House is
entirely different.

Hon. P. Collier: It is a habit of the Rail-
way Depariment to submit one report here,
and pgossip quite different information to
hon. members.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The grade from Narro-
gin to Armadale via Dwarda is one in 70.
There i3 a railway with bad grades throngh
the timber mills in the Dwellingup distriet.
That fact was fairly put before Parliament
when the Bill was going through, notwith-
standing which the House approved of the
building of the line. But the member for
Pingelly does not object to the bad grade.
He wants the railway to go, not to Narrogin
where we have a butter factory and other
modern facilities to which the settlers of
Wandering desirg aceess; if the railway were
extended to Narrogin all those people could
come to Narrogin and so avoid crossing the
heavy grades on the route through the timber
mills to Pinjarra; the member for Pingelly
wishes to extend the railway 15 miles in an-
other direetion in his own electorate, not to
a town with every requirement of modern
civilisntion, as Narrogin has, but to a white
gum tree mear a pool. Every man whe
travelled on that railway would have to cross
over the bad prades between that white gum
tree and Pinjarra. If the bad grades in the
vicinity of the timbker mills are detrimental
to the extension of the railway to Narrogin,
they are doubly detrimental to the extension
in the other direction to the white gum tree,
from which the whole of the traffic will have
to pass over the had grade.

{The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.)

The Minister for Werks: T wouldn 't worry
about the grade.

Mr. JOHNSTON: [ deo net. But that
was the only ohjection the hon. member
raised to the railway extension to Narro-
gin. The Working Railways strongly re-
commended this line when the Bill was
brought down. Mr, Short, a praetical man,
was then Commissioner for Railways. To-
day the Commissioner seems to adopt a Qif-
ferent attitude.
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There were plenty of funds

Mr. JOHNSTON: There were not. The
Bill was introdneced and passed during the
war. At any rate I propose to mention some
of the mass of evidence, professional and ex-
pert, in favour of the construction of this
Tailway, which was before the Government of
the day when the railway was anthorised. The
member for Pingelly has admitted that he
has never heen over the route, which he con-
demns, from Narrogin to Dwarda. I, who
have lived in the Great Southern for over
20 years, hare been along the route repeat-
edly. I regret the hon. member did mnot
aceept an invitation I extended to him when
he gave notice of his motion, to spend a week
end at Narrogin and motor out to see that
portion of his electorate before lending him-
gelf to this injustice to a large body of set-
tlers. With my knowledge of the district, I
say advisedly that the railway from Narrogin
to Dwarda will run through country as good
as is traversed by any other line west of the
Great Southern for a similar distance. The
reports of the Railway Advisory Board in
1911 and further reports which the Govern-
ment obtained before introducing the Bill in
1915 all bear out what I say. The Hon. H.
Stewart, M L.C, gives a prize for Sudan
grass grown in the South-East province, and
the prize last year was won by Mr. Whitford,
who lives in the centre of the district which
the member for Pingelly condemms.

Mr. Hickmdtt: How much did he grow?

Mr., JOHNSTON: I do not know: This
gentleman, however, took the prize against
competitors frem the rich areas around Nar-
rogin, Wagin and Katanning, As an agrieul-
tural railway alone, this line has much to
commend it.

Mr. O'Loghlen: As an agricultural line it
would pay.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Tt will pay even better
when linked up with the Great Southern dis-
tricts so that we can effect a saving in haul-
age when obtaining our timber supplies from
Dwellingup. ‘The Minister for Works apeei-
fies that State timber must he used for all
public works on the Grent Sounthern railway,
but it has all to he hauled from Dwellingup
either by way of Collie or Perth.

Mr, Mann: Do you agree with thatt

Mr. JOHNSTON No, but we would save
75 per cent. or more of the freight on our
timber from the Dwellingup district if this
connecting line were built,  This afternoon
we dealt with the question of returned sol-
dier settlement. Several soldiers are settled
in the Dwarda-Narrogin district. Mr, MecLarty
has approved of the purchase of properties
hetween Narrogin and Dwarda as far as 15
or 16 miles from an existing railway. Why
did he do that, notwithstanding the policy
of the State to settle people not more than
1215 miles from a railway?

Mr. O’Loghlen Why did he?

Mr. JOHNSTON: Because the rounte was
surveyed amd every chain of if pegged,
a survey that cost over £2,000, and because
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a Bill for the construction of the line had
been passed by Parliament in 1915, No
doubt Mr. MeLarty thought it was Parlia-
ment’'s intention to henour that measure. 1
must pay a tribute to the Labour Government
of that day. They did net survey that route
without Pariiamentary authority. We are
told that £18,000 has heen spent or surveying
a proposed railway between Big Brook and
Denmark without Parliamentary authority.

Hon, P. Collier: We were careful to get
Parliamentary authority for every ome of
them,

Mr. JOHXSTON: A special Bill was passed
befure the Narrogin-Dwarda route was sur-
veved and it was followed by a measure au-
thorising the comstruetion of the railway.

Hon. P. Collier: The Minister for Works
i3 running amck spending money without
Parliamentary authority,

The Premier: It was authoriged.

Mr. JOHNSTON: No. In some of the
Eastern wheat districts great anxiety exigts
owing to lack of rain, but in the district be-
tween Narrogin and Dwarda the country is
like & garden. It is a well-watered and safe
part of the State, where settlers can make good
money and live without the anxiety which so
many of our friemds in the Eastern wheat
belt unfortunately experience. Returned sol-
diers went out into this district and saw the
survey pegs. Some of them made inquiries
from me and from officialz of the Lands De-
partment. Any resident of the district wounld
have told them, as I did, that the railway had
been authorised, and that never in Western
Australia had a railway authorization Bill
been repudiated. .

Mr. Hiekmott: What returned soldiers are
you referring to? Those on the Noombling
estate?

Mr. JTOHNSTON: No, on the route of the
proposed linc.

Mr. Hickmott: Fifteen or 16 of them.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I think there are more;
but if there were only one soldier instead
of 15 or 16 as the member for Pingelly
admits, the House should keep faith and
constrnet the railway, partienlarly if it can
be shown that from a national as well as a
local point of view, it is part of a big scheme
of railway development. The Railway Ad-
visory Board spent weeks if not months in the
Great Southern distriets. They carcfully in-
spected cvery part before submitting their
reports.  Their inspection was not like the
ingpection made in March, 1921, when four
gentlemen blew into the istrict, if I may
so express it, in motor cars and never in-
spected the section between Narrogin and
Dwarda. They suggested a line which may
have been intended as a spur line; I think it
wag. Tf they did not mean it to be a spur
line, it should not be permitted to interfere
with a carefully considered scheme of rail-
way development prepared by the original
Advisory Board, who recommended the whole
oi the railwaxs whieh have been constroeted
east of the Great Southern line within the
last eight or ten years.
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The Premier: I think their line was a bit
further north,

Mr. JOHNSTON: That is not so. I have
the Advisory Board’s report, dated the 13th
July, 1911. Tt hears the signatures of my
late father (Mr. H. F. Johnston), then Sur-
veyor General, as acting chairman; Mr. Jobn
Muir, late Inspector of engineering Surveys;
Mr. Despeissis and Mr. A. G. Hewby. On
their recommendations were built the railways
from Tambellup to Ongerup, east of Kat-
anning to Nyabing, Wagin to Dumbleyung
and the exteusions right through to Lake
CGrace, Narrogin to Wickepin, Yilliminning-
Kondinin, Brookton - Kunjin, Quairading-
Bruce Rock and the whole of the great
network of vailways throughout the wheat
areas. The Premier will concede that the
Railway Advisory Board wag an efficient
board, who did good work for the State.

The Premier: They fixed the routes.

Mr, JOHNSTON: And they recommended
the route for the Narrogin-Dwarda line.

Mr, Hickmott: What did they say of it
from l4-mile Brook to Narrogin®

Mr. JOHNSTON: TIf the hon. member
reads the report he will see that the railway
is recommended. The hon. member has had
his say and should reserve his further re-
marks till the close of the debate. This
report is on the system of proposed comnect-
ing railways between the Great Southern and
South-Western lines. Aecting under instrue-
tions, the board made an inspection of the
country bhetween the South-Western railway
and the Great Sounthern lines lying north of
Binjarra and Narrogin, and reported:—

The objects the board kept in view were

(a) To shorten the journey between the

Great Southern railway and Fremantle;

(b)Y To serve as far as possible existing

and probahle future settlement within the

area under review; (¢) To relieve traffic
on the northern portion of the Greac South-
ern railway and provide shorter rontes to

a port for the wheat areas lying easterly

from Narrogie and Brookton. A compre-

hensive scheme is, therefore, recommended
which could be carried out in sections as
required, with a view of ultimately con-
neeting up the South-Western and Great

Southern railways and serving the bulk of

the country between them, After consider-

ing the various proposala which have been
put forward by local bodies and careful
inspection of the arcas concerned—

I emphasise the board’s stalement that they
carefnlly inspected the areas concerned. Now
we arc asked fo turn down their recommenda-
tion on the advice of a board wlio admitted,
in reply to o question asked by me last week,
that they did uot visit the district between
Narrogin and Dwarda. Settlers living in the
distriet heard of their visit and asked them
if they were going to inspect the route from
.Narrorin to Dwarda, and the reply they re-
ccived was, ‘“We are not going to do so.
That railway has been autlorised by Parlia-
ment and it is going to be built. Parliament
bas authorised it, and it has mothing to do
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with us.’’ Bubsequently, when the Premier
told me I could have a copy of the report,
one member of the board made a similar
statement to me. The report continues—

Aiter considering the various proposals
which have been put forward by local
bodies and careful inspection of the areas
coneerned, we recognised the necessity for
& main trunk line connecting the two prin-
cipal ports of the State {Albany and Fre-
mantle) and recommend the following
schemes.

They mentioned Albany anid Fremantle as the
two prineipal ports and recommended a main
trunk line of which the Dwarda-Narrogin
line would be the first section in order to save
57 miles of haulage between Albany and Fre-
mantle. We all know what a tremendous
saving that would mean not only to the people
of Narrogin and in the distriets east of Nar-
regin, but also to the people of Wapin and
the distriets south of Wagin right through to
Albany. All the people of the country have
from time to time to come to the metropolitan
arca, and it i3 essential to the proper devel-
opment of the country that they should be
able t¢ do so by the most direct route.

Mr, Money: Do you propose to use the
port of Fremantle to serve Narrogin?

Mr, JOHINSTON: Of course; it is the
clozest to and the natural port of Narrogin
and the districts east of Narrogin. I be-
lieve that cvery district in Western Aus-
tralia shouid be given access to its closest
and natural pert. I have always stood for
a policy of decentralisation. If we are going
to have effective decentralisation, we must
give the people of Narrogin access by direct
route to the port of Fremantle, just as I
wonld give the people of Norseman access to
their closest port—Japerance.

The Minister for Works: Mandurah is 42
miles nearer than Fremantle is,

Mr. JOHNSTON: If the Minister will
provide at Mandurah the same facilities we
can enjoy when we pet to Fremantle, we shall
be delizhted to patronise that port to the
fullest extent. T ask the House not to inter-
fere with a railway which is part of a direct
trunk line to our present natural and closest
port.

; The Premier: It is a very old report.

Mr. JOHN3TON: Yes, but it is the report
of men who knew Western Australia, ahd the
report of men with vision and of standing.
All the railways that have been built of re-
¢ent years have been built on the report at
any rate of some of these gentlemen. FProf.
Lowrie was a member of the board for a good
deal of the time, in conjunetion with my late
father, and Mr. Muir, these two gentlemen
having heen on the advisory hoard from its
ineeption. We can get no better information
as to the routes from the Great Southerm
railway to the ports than the information pro-
vided by these gentlemen, who were respon-
gible for the railway routes coming in from
the east to the Great Southern railway. The
railways they recommended in this report,
and in conjunction with the Narrogin-Dwarda
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line, numbered three. The first they called
line A, that is from the point which was then
the terminus uf the Pinjarra-Hotham railway,
and has since been taken on 10 or 12 miles to
Dwarda, and from the point where the rail-
way then ended to Narrogin. Although the
Minister for Works of the day (Hon. W. C.
Angwin}, in a very able speech when intro-
ducing the Bill for the construction of this
railvay, put up a mass of good material in
support of it, there was so much to recom-
mend it that he did not find it necessary to
use the valvable and comprehensive report I
have in my hand. Another place, which at
the time, viewed with hostile and critical eyes
anything that eame from the Labour Govern-
ment, passed the Bill unanimounsly, without
asking for the other m-relative evidence
which the Minister could have put before
‘them.

Hon. P. Cellier: Do you say our Govern-
ment were suspected in that way®

Mr, JOHNSTON: The Upper House aec-
eepted the Bill unanimously. I am going to
read what the Premier said in its favour, as
well as something he has said since.

The Premier: I have not said a word
against if.

Mr., JOHNSTON: No, but the Premier
lias stopped the construetion of the line. Ae-
tions speak louder than words. Whilst his
words have been honeyed and favourable in
this connection, his aetion in stopping the
line does not coincide with them.

The Minister for Works: The question of
prudence has to be gone into. No ane is
Thostile to the line.

Mr. JOHENSTON: It was under construc-
tion before the Premier returned from his
memorable trip to the Old Country., The re-
Jjoicings that signalised his return home in
some parts of the State did not extend to
my electorate, nor to the Narrogin-Dwarda
district, any longer than the day on which
he marked his return by stopping a railway
which was in progress during his absence.

The Premier: It will stand inquiry.

Mr. JOEHNSTON: The inquiry would be
presided over by a gentleman who has ex-
Pressed hostile views concerning t}'le line, al-
though he has not seen the distriet through
which it is to run.

The Minister for Works: He can be fair.

Mr. JOHNSTON: He can be fair, but
knowing that he would preside over the in-
quiry, if the motion were carried, he should
not have expressed the opinions he did in
regard to the matter,

Hon. P. Collier: He bas already made up
his mind ; he has te go to the white gum tree.

Mr. JOHNSTON: After he has seen the
distriet, I believe he will not only recom-
‘mend the line, but will apologise to his elee-
tors in that part of his electorate for the
action he took in delaying the work they
‘have go much at heart, according to the tele-
gram from the district road board which has
been forwarded to me, the member for an-
other distriet.

-the proposed trunk line,

m

Mr. Mann: I suppose you have every con-
fidence in him#t

Mr. JOHNSTON: Not in this matter;
that is why I am opposing the motion. The
board recommend line A, ‘‘an extension of
the Pinjarra-Hotham railway to Narrogin
via the l4-mile brook, the section from the
junetion to the l4-mile brook, and Hotham
River to Narrogin, about 30 miles, to be
treated as portion of a proposed trunk line.'’
The Narrogin-Dwarda Tection is portion of
This railway, which
the Premier stopped scon after his return
from England, ‘‘ will serve an area of 200,000
acres (shown in pink on the plan), in addi-
tion to the area already served by existing
and authorised rajlways.’”’ TUnder the agree-
ment. which has been given to us to-day, I
find we have to receive 75,000 migrants from
the Old Country doring the next five years.
Here are 200,000 acres of land eminently suit-
able for closer settlement in a fertile and
well-watered distriet, with a railway the eon-
struction of which has now been stopped by
the Prewmicr.

The Premier: Is that Crown land?

Mr. JOHNSTON: Most of it has been
celected. On the 11th August last I had the
honour of introducing to the Premier a de-
putation. It was shown then that there was
room for 400 mew settlers in the loeality if
a judicious system of closer settlement were
adopted.

Mr. Richardson: Is it unimproved land%

Mr. JOHNSTON: Most of it is not only
ocenpied but fairly well improved.

Mr, Mann: Then there is no room for
migrants there. ’

Mr, JOHNSTON: Yes, for the land ought
to be more closely settled. There is land in
the Wandering distriet only carrying sheep,
which is eminently sunited for dairying and
close settlement. I have been told it is the
desire of settlers there to go in for dairying
in a large way, if they can get access to a
butter factory and have the advantages of
connection with the Narrogin distriet, The
report goes on to say—

In the event of this line being carried
through from Narrogin fo Fremantle via
Pinjarra the distance would be Fremantle-
Armadale via Jandakot 20 miles, Armadale-
Pinjarra 31 miles, Pinjarra-Hetham 44
miles, proposed extension to Narrogin 47
miles.

Fourteen miles of the 47 miles of railway
have already been built to Dwarda. Only 33
miles are left between Dwarda and Narro-
gin. These total up to 142 miles, as against
Narrogin to Fremantle via Spencer’s Brook
174 miles.

Mr. Money: What would it be if you
straightened up the line?

Mr. JOHNSTON: When we get the direct
route via Dwarda to Albany, the distance
from Narrogin to Fremantle will be only
117 miles, To-day the whole of the traffic
From the richest producing district in West-
ern Australia, that is to say the centre of
the Great Southern, from Narrogin to Kat-



772

auning, has to go 174 miles to Premantle,
When we are travelling in the Great South-
ern district east or south of Narrogin to
Fremantle, it must be remembered that we
are travelling 57 miles further than we would
if we had a direct lJine along the route re-
commended by this board, of which the line
from Narrogin to Dwarda is the first section.
It has already been found neeessary to dupli-
tate the railway from Fremantle to Northam.
Tn 1913, when there was a record crop, the
question of duplicating a further section of
the Great Southern railway was under re-
view by the Railway Departiment. It is only
a matter of a few years hefore the section
of the Great Southern railway from Narrogin
to Spencer’s Brook will have to be duplicated
if the increased produetion is to be suceess
fully coped with. Members should not agree
to such a course, We do not desire a dapli-
cation of the railway on the circuitous route
of 174 miles betswween Narrogin and Fremantle.
In placc of that we ask for the trunk
line recommended in this report, which will
bring Narrogin within a distance of only
117 miles of Fremantle, a saving of 57
miles, The importance of this to the whole of
our producers, partiecularly in these days of
high freights, cannot be over-estimated. The
eonstruction of this 33 miles of railway from

Narrogin to Dwarda will save 32 miles in the -

existing distance to Fremantle,
Mr. O’Loghlen: It will be so much less
freight on the trunk line.

Mr. TOHNSTON: That i3 so. I am sure
the hon, member, with his great knowledge
of political economy, would not desire that
the meople in the Great Southern distriets
should pay freight on 57 miles to Fremantle
on everything they consume, and produce, in
order that the Railway Department may col-
léet further revenue from them. On super-
phosphates alone the saving of freight on
32 miles would mean a great differemee not
only to my electors but to the electors of the
member for Pingelly, who live in the eastern
part of the Great Southern railway, and who
eannot reach his electorate except through
Narrogin. T speak of the settlers around
Yealering Lake and Kondinin. It pains me
that a member of the Country Party should
bring that party into some measure of dis-
repute by these unseemly squabbles.

Mr. Mann: You do not blame him if he
thinks he is justified?

Mr. JOHNSTON: T eannot reconcile his
action with the communications I have re-
eeived from the Wandering Road Board and
from private electors, The Advisory Board
contimie—

The grades on part of the Pinjarra-
Hotham railway are very steep, and for that
reason it would be costly to take heavy
trains over that line. ‘The traffic fo the
port, however, would be downhill on that
portion of the line where the steep grades
oceur,

We all know that the heavy traffic from that
great producing area would be in the dirce-
tion of the port. Then the board say—

[ASSEMBLY.]

The line would open up a considerable area
of useful country already selected and not
at present served by railways, and would
tlso relieve the traffic over the Great South-
crn railway from Narrogin in times of con-
gestion.
The hoard emphasise the very point that I
desire to put before the Houvse.
By effecting a junetion at Narrogin in
preference to Williams, the proposed trunk
ling, if constructed, would be more direct.
The Inspector of Engineering Surveys
estimates the probable cost of this line
at £90,000 providing one in seventy grades
and 601b. rails are used over the section
of the main trunk line, and ene in fifty
grades and 451b. rails on the upper part.
I commend to the House the vision of the
hoard. They picked out for the main trunk
line from Narrogin to Dwarda, and from
Dwarda to Armadale, a route om one in
seventy grades, a mveh better route than the
existing route via Spencer’s Brook on the
Great Southern railway, where, particularly
immediately north of Narrogin, we have the
very worst prades on the whole of that rail-
way, This able and far-sighted board, know-
ing their business, and econtaining pro-
fessional men, picked ovt a route from
Narrogin to Dwarda comprising cne in
seventy grades, and they recommended 601b.
rails and one in seventy grades for that see-
tion, and 45lb. rails and one in fifty grades
further on to the timber mills. The hoard
go on to recommend line ‘‘B’’ connecting the
Narrogin-Armadale Hne with Brookton. Let
me point ont the absolute inconsistency of
the member for Pingelly. He went along to
the Premier with a big deputation, every
member of whieh was supplied with a copy
of this report so far as it affects line “‘B,’*
from the Narrogin-Armadale line to Brookton,
On the 11th August last the hon. member asked
the Government to build this railway, and
this report was the sole or the main basis of
his rTequest. A deputation which I intro-
duced was kept waiting for 20 minutes while
the hon. member and his friends were inside
with the Premier. I wish to emphasige the

absolute hyproerisy of the member for
Pingelly in condemmning the line ‘A"’
from Narrogin to Dwarda recommended
by the board and asking the Govern-

ment to stop the work, his request being
based on the stréngth of his puny knowledge
of a district he has never seen., On the very
same day as we were asking for this report
to be put into effect, the hon. gentleman and
bis constituents asked for a line from

Brookton to the XNarrogin-Armadale line,
being line ‘*B’’ in this report. If the
hon. member is prepared to accept the

report as his bible in regard to the line
from Brookton to Armadale, he must admit
that it is only a fair thing that the line
which the hoard recommended as line ‘‘A’"’
from Narrovin to Dwarda must be similarly
and te the same extent in the interests of the
State. I have always supported the connec-
tion to Brockton shown in line ‘'B,'! provid-
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ing that lines ‘¢A,?? *B.’? and ‘‘C’’ from
Narrogin to Armadale are constructed in their
due order, as put forward in this report, The
board’s report continucs—

Line ““C.”” The construction of lines
YA’ and ‘‘B?’ will leave & seetion of
about 42 miles (shown in dotted red lines
on the plan) from near the 42-mile peg on
the Albany-road to near the junetion of
the Fourteen Mile Brook with the Hotham
River. The construction of this section
{shown dotted red on plan) at some future
date would complete the desired trunk line
between Albany and Fremantle. The dis-
tance along the existing lines from Narro-
gin to Fremantle via Spencer’s Brook and
Perth is 174 miles, as against the distance
along the proposed trunk line from Narro-
gin to I'remantle via Armadale of 117
miles, thus showing a saving in length of
57 miles in favour of the proposed trunk
line.

Why should we have to travel on our weekly
peregrinations to and from the city 57 miles
further than is necessary? I re¢all with
pleasure the support always given to this
proposal by the late Hon, F. E. D’iesse and
the late Hon. C. A. Piesse, men of broad
ideas. They always favoured a direct eom-
wmunication between the Great Scutiern
railway and the port of Fremantle. In con-
nection with the deputation to Mr. Sc¢addan,
when Premier, agking for the ccenstruction
of this through line, at which you, Mr,
Deputy Speaker, were present, 1 1ecollect
Mr. Arncid Piesse, who then was member
for Katanning, pointing out that bhis
brother, Mr. F. H. Piesse, for some time
Minister for Railways in this State and a
man who @id a great deal for the advance-
ment of the Great Southern distriet, had in
the course of his useful life travelled 80,000
miles further than he need have done if this
through trunk line to Armaldale had been
constructed. To-day, as you know, AMr.
Stubbs, there is a similar waste of time
travelling long distances to and from the
metropolitan area. That waste of time
weuld be obviated if the Albany express
followed its proper route from here to
Armadale, from Armadale to Dwarda, and
then over the line whirh we aro diseussing
to Narrogin. The bhoard’s report preceeds—
This aection will serve very little land
not ulready in touch with existing or othcr
proposed railways, nnd mnst anly he eon-
gidered as a portion of a direet trunk line.
"The Inspector of Engineering Surveys
estimates the probable cost of this seetion
at £86,000, with 60lb. rails and 1 in 70
grades.
Here again we have thia far-sighted board
poiuting out that if we are careful to piek
out a route of one in seventy grade, we can
have a much better grade from Narrogin to
Fremantle via Dwarda than we have on the
circuitous, obsolete route via York and
Spencer’s Brook. The hoard state—
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It is anticipated that with the present
rapid extension of settlement, the carry-
ing capacity of the Great Southern rail-
way will be severely taxed at an early
date, and we consider the scheme we are
now reccommending the best means of
meeting future railway requirements in
this portion of the State.
That is a matter of great lportance—a
comprehensive scheme, and the best means
of meeting future requirements in that part
of the State. I wish to point out that the
board who recommended this railway from
Narrogin to Dwarda, with an extensiou to
Armadale, thus saving 57 miles in distance
and {reight between Narrogin and Fre-
mantle, are the hoard whe rocommended the
whole of those railways which come into
Narrogin or te points south of Narrogin,
The board desired that all those lines
should have the benefit of this great
saving in distance. In addition, the board
point out that we shall before long be
compelled to duplicate the line from Narro-
gin to Spencer’s Brook in order to meet the
increasing production. They say, in cffect,
that such a eourse is not desirable, and that
it is far better, instead of duplicating an
existing line, to build a new line from
Narrogin to Armadale, opening up new
eonatry in the process, as well as saving
the great distance I have mentioned,
This is not a Narrogin matter at all. I
am sorry the word f‘Narrogin’' occurs,
becanse it seems to raise some measure
of opposition in certain quarters. I
say this is a national trunk railway recom-
mended by the highest professional and
eogineering authorities as ooe absolutely
necessary for the future development of the
agricultural distriets of Western Australia
and particularly the Great SBouthern distriets.
I will deal with a little of the history of this
line, and show how clogsely some Ministers
of to-day, as well as lenders of the Opposi-
tion, have been associated with the progress
of this project.
Hon. P. Collier: We have been associated
with all big national questions.

Ar. JOHXNSTON: I admit that and par-
ticularly in conncetion with this one. As far
as the development of the Great Southern dis-
tricts from Tambellup to Brookton is con-
cerned, the railways built to various centres
were due to the Government of which the
member for Boulder was a Minister.
I recall the opening of the Heotham
railway in 1914, There were 500 people pre-
sent at Dwarda on that oceasion and the then
Premier, Mr. Scaddan, promiged the gather-
ing, which included many Pingelly electors,
that the railway would hbe extended from
Dwarda to Narrogin, in aceordance with the
advice of the Railway Advisory Board. Mr.
Scaddan was as good as his word, because in
Decomber of that year—it was in Oectober
that he opened the ralway—a Bill was in-
troduced for the  coustruction of that line.
Here iz what the then Minister for Works,
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Hon. W. G. Angwin, said in moving the sec-
ond reading of the Bill—

This railway is a continuation of the
Pinjarra-Hotham railway to Narrogin, At
the present time, this railway finishes with
a dead end at Dwarda. For the better
working facilities of the railway it is neces-
sary that the linc should be continued on
to Narrogin, which is also a central depdt
80 Far the working railways are concerned.
This junction, I wish to point out, was
recommended by Mr. Babington, who made
the survey. Several points on the Great
Southern Railway have been supgested as
{6 where this line should junction with that
railway, The officers connected with the
Railway Department, after giving the sev-
cral places due consideravion, advised the
Government that Narrogin was the best
point at which the junction should tnke
place. I may add that the Survey Bill was
carried previously for the purpose of mak-
ing the junection at Narrogin as proposed.
At the present time, Narrogin itself is 162
miles from Perth, via Spencer’s Brook, but
by way of Dwarda it is only 143 miles.

That represents a saving of 19 miles to Perth,
but 32 miles to ¥remantle. That will be
realised by hon. members when I say that if
they go to Armadale via Pinjarra, they are
as close to Fremantle via the Jandakot rail-
way as they are to Perth, Mr. Angwin
continued—

It will thus be scen that immediately
this line i3 carried throngh Narrogin as
proposed, there will be a very large saving
to the farmers in the way of distance they
will have to send their preduets to the port.

That is the saving I am anxious that the Gov-
ernment shall effect. Tt is in the interests of
the farming community that this proposal
should be given effect to at once. Mr.
Angwin further said—

Hon, members, T think, particularly those
representing  agricultural  districts, will
agree with me that the necarer you ecan
bring the produets grown by the farmers to
the port, the better it is for them and for
all conecerued.

I ailso spoke on the subject, but I will not
weary the House now by quoting from
it. The present Premier, Sir James Mitchell,
when dealing with the subject when the de-
bate was resumed, made a lengthy and in-
teresting speech in support of the railway.
I do not propose to read all he said, but I
will quote one paragraph which appears to
me to represent the pith of the views he ex-
pressed. He said—

T support the Bill and I hope the Min-
ister will consatruct the line speedily—

That was on 22nd December, 1914,

The Premier: Why did you not have
the line construeted then?

Mr, JOHNSTON: Because the war broke
out. Had not that ocecurred—and I had the
assurance of the Minister for Mines that such
would have been the case—I am satisfied that
the line would have been constructed hefore
the present’ Premier eame inte office.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Don’t you think the
reason was that the Labour Government
were put out of office?

Mr. JOHNSTON: I will confess that had
something to do with it., Hon, members cam
imagine my feelings of pain when I found
that the Premier, on his return from England,
took steps to stop the construction of this
railway,

The Premier: What do you ebject to in
my remarks?

Mr, JOHNSTON: I support them.

The Minigter for Works: He has not gone
back on them.

Mr. JOIIXSTON: I complain that so far
the Premier has not carried into effect his
words which appear in ‘‘Hansard,’’ and with
which I cordially agree.

The Premier: Why do you quarrel witlh
those words?

Mr. JOHNSTON: I sopport them, but I
want the Premier to act in accordance witle
his speech. He said—

T repeat, as I sail before, that the only
way to overcome the unemployed trouble
i8 to build railways and settle the land.

How history repeats itself | That is what
the Deputy Premier, Mr. Colebateh, and
Cabinet thought when it was decided that
the railway construction should proceed a
few weeks ago.

The Promier:
appeared.

Mr. JOHNSTON: No, the Premier came
back.

The Minister for Works:
he i1s unemploved.

Mr, JOHNSTON: The Premier has too
mueh to do, and I think that if he had been
able to give this gquestion proper attentiom,
it wounld have eommended itself to him. The
Premier continned—

These are the two great things which are
needed in this State, and if they are carried
out we need have no fear for the future.
The policy of railway econstruction inau-
gurated by my leader when in power is
essentinlly the right one, and should be con-
tinued aa speedily as possible. Tt ia nok
sufficient to merely introduce a Bill and
promise the people a railway; the line
should be built and built as soon as pos-
sible,

The Premier:
me then?

Hon. W. C. Angwin: He did.

Hon. P, Collier: I think it wasa the Pre-
micr’s speech that had a good deal to do
with the member for Williams-Narrogin go-
ing over to the other side.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The member for Boul-
der knows better than that, because the mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle eoncluded the
dehate in the following terms:—

The Government believe that the railway
is necessary and when monev iz available
the constrection will be fmmediately com-
menced,

I consider that when a promisc was made on
behalf of the Government, und when Sir

Ther the unemployed dis-

You cannot say

Why did you not support
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James Mitchell emphasiced the faet that this
line shouwld be built as soon as possible, that
should be binding upon successive Govern-
ments in Weatern Australia.

The Minister for Works: But we must
have a certain amount of diseretion.

Mr. JOHNSTON: 1In this instance the
Government have 1o discretion, but they
have a Railway Survey Bill and a Raijlway
Construetion Bill approved by Parliament. 1
will also show the House that we have a few
letters, ineluding one from the present Min-
ister for Works, indicating the Governmeni's
desire that the line should be constructed.

The Minister for Works: The letters are
quite justified.

Hon. W, C. Angwin:
promisers.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I do not wish to pro-
ceed without congratulating the member for
North-East Fremantle on the speech he de-
livered here a fortnight agoe, It waa on the
same lines as the one he delivered when, as
a Minister of the Crown, he introduced the
Bill. If the Premier, now the positions are
reversed, wonld put into effeet the views he
expressed at the time the Bill was in-
troduced to Parliament, my constitvents
and some of the people of the Pingelly
electorate would have their present serious
complaint against the Government entirely re-
moved. The Bill for the construction of this
line was passed in 1914, War broke out and
the matter was delayed from year to year.
For obvious rensons, public works could not
be eontinued at that time. Still, we were
not left without promises on this guestion.
Premiers and Ministers visited my constitu-
ency and every one, including SBir Henry Le-
froy and onr present Premier, Sir James
Mitehell, was asked when the Narrogin-
Dwarda line would be built. There was no
suggestion of a policy of repudiation
at that time, even to the extent of
the appointment of a select committee
to inguire into the work, On the other
hand, we received lengthy and true ex-
planations regarding the lack of funds, the
high cost of railway material and the diffi-
eulty of building railways onder war con-
ditions. We did not expect anything else in
the cireumstances and we aceepted those re-
plies as satisfactory.  They were always
baeked up by promisea that, when railway
material was cheaper and railway construe-
tion possible, then the line would be built.

The Minister for Works: Rails are being
turped out in England now,

Mr. JOHNSTON: If the Minister had
told me that before, and that the railway will
be built, he might have raved this speech.

Ministers are good

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

The Premier: You might lose the line,

Mr, JOHNSTON: In addition to the
visits from Ministers, we received a letter
from Mr. Colebateh, as deputy Premier, in re-
sponse to representhtions I made to him at
the request of some of the local bodies in my
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electorate. We were anxious to know what
wng the position and when the Government
would start building the railway. The Min-
ister in his letter dated 2nd June last gaid—
The Premier is inquiring elosely inte the
matter in London, and on his return—or
perhaps earlier—it may be found possible
to place orders for additional 45 lb. rails.

In the meantime you can assure your con-

stituents that the Government are fully

alive to the necessity, both from a settle-
ment and railway working point of view, of
construeting the line between Narrogin and

Dwarda.

What more satisfactory assurance could have
been given to my constituents? I point out
that it was at Mr, Colebaich’s request I as-
sured my constituents that the Government
were fully alive to the necessity for con.
structing the line. Surely, Mr. Colebateh’s
promise coutained in that letter means some-
thing! Then we have the Minister for Works
starting the work at the beginning of July.
The people in the distriet were very pleased,
and the municipal counci! of Narrogin wrote
Lthanking the Government for starting the
ratlway, and for their assuranze that it would
be ecompleted. This ig the reply which the
Minister for Works addressed to the townm
clerk, Narrogiu, on the 26th July, 1922:—
Will you kindly thank your friends for
the very nice message conveyed to me in
your letter of the 24th inst. You can rely
on it, the work will be pushed on with as
much specd as circumstances allow,

The Minister for Works: I have done that.

Mr., JOHNSTON: No, the work has been
stopped. The Minister’s letter continues:—

The difficulty is the proeuring of rails,
but T am sangnine we ghall be able to get
our supplies within a reasonable time. We
are proceeding with the clearing and earth-
works in advanee, which you may perhaps
regard as a gunarantee of good faith.

This guarantee of good faith has been fol-
lowed up by an instruction from the Premier,
that the works should be stopped, contrary to
Cabinet’s decision. A number of men sent
down from Perth, and who had been on the
job only Bix or seven weeks, were paid off at
a day's notice,

The Minister for Works: And were put
on to another job; and we will put them back
;t_lighty quickly when we start laying the
ine,

Mr. JOHNSTON: When will that be?
Then we have recorded on the file the views
of the highest professional authority
in the Statee The member for Pin-
gelly did not, wait  till Parlia-
menrt met to give notice of his motion,
but took advantage of the starting of the line
to write a letter on the 6th July to the
Acting Premier urging him to build the lina
on a different route. Mr. Colebateh quite
properly referred this request to the highest
professional authority, in the persen of the
FEngineer-in-Chief and also- to the Minister for
Works. I have here the Minister’s minute
to the Aecting Premier, covering the decision
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of the Engineer-in-Chief. I propose to read
only the reply sent to the member for Pin-
gelly by Mr. Colebateh, covering the En-
gineer-in-Chief’s report. Dated 10th July,
1422, Mr. Colebatech’s letter reads:—
Dear Mr. Hickmott.—Regarding your let-
ter of the 6th July and the conversation we
had on the matter of the Dwarda-Narrogin
railway, the Minister for Works informs
me that he has gone inte the proposal with
the Engineer-in-Chief who says:—*‘Con-
siderable thonght has been given to the
route te be followed, and several proposals
have becn thoroughly investigated, but the
decision was that the route authorised by

Parliament is the most direct and well

fitted for comstruction, and will also serve

a large number of settlers. To deviate, as

suggested by Mr. Hickmott, would mean

an entire revision of the whole of the
surveys, and it would be impossible to
make a start in comnection with the rail-
way for some considerable time, and of
coursc Parliament would have to be asked
to sanction the new route. I de not think
we should entertain the proposal.'’
It is extraordinary that the Govermment, on
the authority of the BEngincer-in-Chief, on
the 10th July sheuld sead that reply to Mr.
Hickmott, and that scven weeks later they
should by stopping the work take the very
ecourse which they refused to take when that
letter was written by Mr. Colebateh,

The Minister for Works: The explanation
is on the file,

Mr. JOHNSTON: But that report on the
file is from gentlemen who have never visited
the distriet, and who told the settlers that
as that matter had been decided by Parlia-
ment a visit from them was not nceessary.

The Minister for Works: Is that stated in
that report of last year?

Mr. JOHNSTON: No, but on the Tth of
this month T asked the Premier if the Rail-
way Advisory Board had inspected the dis-
trict between Narrogin and Dwarda along the
surveyed authorised route of the Narrogin-
Dwarda railwny before writing their report
of the 15th Mareh, 1921, and the reply by
the Premier to that question was ‘‘No.”’
How can the Government say that the route
recommended in that report is alternative to
the authorised surveyed railway, when the
advisory board did not deem it their duty to
ingpect the ronte of that anthorised surveyed
railway, when on the contrary they told set-
tlers in the district that the report had
nothing whatever to do with the matter, and
that Parliament had settled it? This letter
from the Acting Premier to Mr. Hickmott,
and the Engincer in Chief’s views quoted
therein, show that at that time it was the
fixed determination of the Government to pro-
eced with the construction of the railway on
the route authorised by Parliament.

The Minister for Works: That is quite
eorrect-—at that time.

Mr, JOHNSTON: That was followed up
by an influential deputation to the Premier,
which I introduced on the 11lth August.

[ASSEMBLY.)

There were present about 40 leading residents
of my district, including a member of avery
local authority and several gentlemen from the
Tingelly electorate who, being in town for the
farmers’ conference, came along and joined
the deputation, which was to ask that the
construetion of the Narrogin-Dwarda railway
and its extension to Armadale be pushed
on.  Through the courtesy of the Premier
T have here his official copy of notes of the
deputation, taken by his own secretary. From
these we learn that Mr. Muller, & member of
the Williams Road Board, said he had run
severnl thousand sheep on his land in that
district, and that it had been proved the land
was capable of producing considerably more
than was thought possible in the past; also
that he considered 400 new settlers counld
be placed in the distriet if it were opemed up
by a railway.

The Premier: Nohody questions that.

Mr, JOHNSTON: Yet the railway is
stopped !

The Minister for Works: For a good reason.

Mr. JOHXSTON: A mass of evidence of
the same kind was put before the Premier
by that deputation. Tn eonelusion I asked if
the deputation eould take it that the Dwarda-
Narrogin line would be completed by that
time next year. The notes show that the
Premier said the work would be pushed on
but that he ecould not tell the deputation
anything definite regarding it. Of course
that report is very much condensed. The
Premier said he could not tell us exactly,
because the completion might be a eouple
of months late.

The Premier: No, no.

Mr. JOHNSTON: Yes, that iz what was
said. At all events it is my recollection of
what was said. The report itself shows
that the Premier said the work would be
pushed on with.

The Minister for Works: And it was pushed
on with, and will be again.

Mr. JOHNSTON: The Minister has a
peeuliar idea of pushing on with the work.
The people who reccived that promise were
50 pleased that they applauded the Premier,
which is mot usual at a deputation. It is o
serious matter if the Premier ean promise
that the work shall be pushed on, and then it
i3 stopped.

The Minister for Works: It was not
stopped until a fortnight afterwards.

Mr, JOHNSTON: That is so; a fortnight
after it was promised that it would be
pushed on. The Premier’s promise has
been broken, and I hope hon. members will
not support so flagrant a breach of faith by
re-ojicning, ¢ven hy the appointment of a
scleet committee, a matter settled on high
expert authority. The Premier ia losing his
optimism. T do not kmow what has hap-
pened to him since bis return from England.
It appears to me and many of my constitu-
ents that the Premier is now a wrecker,
one prepared to stop. the construction of
yailways. I recall that in 1016 the then
Premijor gimilarly stopped the construction of
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the Esperance railway, which has mnot yet
been buijlt. The present Premier was a Min-
ister in the then Cabinet. Knowing that six
years afterwards that railway has not been
completed, my constituents, naturally, are
very mueh comcerned over the action of the
Government in stopping this railway.

The Premier: I would have spoken a few
words of comfort to you to-might but you
have not given me a chance.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I emphasise that the
report put forward by the Government as
the readon for stopping the work is of no
value, since it is the report of & board whe
admitted that they did not visit the distriet.
I appeal to the House to say that the Acts
of Parliament with regard to this railway
ghould not be disregarded. The settlers
have been waiting for a railway since 1914,
They have received repeated promises that
it would be built, They have had the
pleasure of seeing the work started but,
after 10 or 12 miles of clearing had been
done, they have had the humiliation of
seeing the work stopped. No one <can
realise better than the Government how
damaging this is to the prestige of any
distriet.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: That is not the worst
of it; they sold 45,000 acres of land on the
strength of it.

Mr. JOHNSTON: More than that; it has
all been selected. No railway Act has ever
been repudiated in this State. Every rail-
way authorised by Parliament has been con-
structed in its turn.

The Minister for Works:
not been repudiated.

Mr. JOHNSTON: No; but if the Gov-
ernment disregard the high professional
opinions I have quoted and appoint a select
committce to inquire whether the advisery
board, the Engineer-in-Chief and the ex-
Commniissioner of Railways were right in
their opinions, it will savour of repndiation.

The Minister for Works: There i3 no
repudiation at all.

Mr. JOHNSTON: I hope that this Par-
liament will not support such a politically
dishonest aetion.

The Minister for Works: There is no dis-
henesty at all, and yon know it.

Mr. JOENSTON: There will be no dis-
bonesty if the railway is built; but if it is
not built, after having been surveyed and
after the settlers have received so many
promises that it would be constructed, I
shall regard it as political dishomesty. No
railway Act has ever been repealed in West-
ern Australia. We do not want this State
to descend to the status of 2 South American
republic when that sort of thing is done
with every change of Government. If this
railway is not built, what faith can people
bave in the Government? We ara anxious
to ingpire faith in the Government.

Hon. P. Collier: They will not let you.

‘Mr. JOHNSTON: What faith can people
have in the Government when, on the 1l1th
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August, they are clearing the route for an
avthorised railway and promise to push it to
completion, and a fortnight later stop the
work?

Hon. W, C. Angwin: The mistake you
made was your reference to bringing
Narrogin nearer to Fremantle. ‘Yon should
have left that out,

Mr, JOHNSTON: I am out to tell the truth,
I3 this Act t0 mean nothing? Is the fact of
the Government having actually started the
congtruction of the line to mean nothing$ If
they mean anything, surely it is that the
Government’s poliey is to give effect to the
Act, and that being so, the Goverament should
not countenance this request for a select eom-
mittee. They should go straight ahead and
earry out the duty Parliament has imposed
upon them.

Hon. W. C, Angwin: They would not have
had a harbour at Buabury but for the Labour
Government. I started that.

The Premier: No fear,

Hon. W, C. Angwin: Yes, I started the
breakwater. .
Mr. JOHNSTON: Iam not interested in the
Bunbury hreakwater at present. I hope the
House will reject the motion and instruet the
Government to give effect to the Act. I com-
gratulate the member for North-East Fre-
mantle {Hon. W. C. Angwin) on his recogni-
tion of the obligation resting upon Parlia-
ment and the Government to give effect to
the Act. The Act represents an absoclute
contract between the people of the distriet
and the Government and I appeal to mem-
bers not to permit it to be repudiated in
the manner desired by a member, I regret
to say, of the party to which I have the
honour to belong. I hope members will not
carry the motion and thua injure and delay
the progress of the great district ¢oncerned.
Parliament and the GGovernment are honestly
fairly and esquarely pledged to the econ-
atruction of this line. They have been
backed np by the Railway Advisory Board
and the Commissioner of Railwaya, and the
other authorities quoted by the member for
North-Enst Fremantle, and it is ornly fair
to the people of the district concerned and
of the Great Southern districts generally,
that the construction of the railway be put
in hand at ooce and that there be no delay
until the line is eompleted and extended right

through to Armadale.

On motion by the Minister for Works,
dehate adjourned.

House adjourned at 10.28 p.m.



